THE NEW AMERICAN resulted from a merger, in 1985, of The Review of the News 
and American Opinion and was designed to incorporate the most appealing aspects of each -- 
the brief, incisive news items of TROTN and the extended, in-depth analyses of AO, both of 
which have been retained under their original names. One Man's Opinion, the title of the 
magazine originally founded by Robert Welch, and later superseded by American Opinion, 
appears in THE NEW AMERICAN as the heading for guest editorials. These clear links to the 
magazine's past pay homage to the man who was the inspiration for it, demonstrate to longtime 
readers the steadfastness of our purpose, and symbolize our determination to profit from the tried 
and true. 

At the outset, THE NEW AMERICAN adopted a thematic approach, designating certain 
departments of the magazine -- Front Page, American Opinion, In Light of the Past, etc.-as the 
mediums through which to achieve multiple perspectives on a single subject. With rare 
exception, this technique has proven to be an excellent organizing device and a sound way of 
covering a subject comprehensively. The consolidation into one issue of articles that address 
aspects of the same subject has also reduced the amount of repetition that would otherwise occur 
in the magazine throughout the year. 

THE NEW AMERICAN is divided into three major sections: (1) the News Section, 
consisting of the Front Page (an extended treatment of a breaking news event often thematically 
linked with the American Opinion feature) and the various geographical departments (Nation, 
Hemisphere, World) devoted to brief, one- to three-page treatments of current events; (2) the 
American Opinion, our magazine within a magazine, consisting of sustained analysis of the 
contemporary and historical dimensions of an issue of concern to conservatives; and (3) the 
Features, consisting of book and movie reviews; columns on economics, law, and education; and 
ar on historical events and personages. 

Preceding the News Section are Letters to the Editor and One Man's Opinion, the guest 
editorial column. These are positioned at the very beginning of the magazine so that their 
physical separation from the material that follows will underscore their status as personal 
opinions not necessarily representative of the viewpoints of the staff. Wider latitude is accorded 
these private perspectives, and editorial commentary on them is generally withheld, so as to 
encourage free expression. Readers have conveyed appreciation for the diversity of opinion that 
results from this unrestricted approach. 

Included in the Features section are Correction Please! and Free Press. Free Press is 
intended to alert our readers to worthy articles appearing in other distinguished publications, 
thereby broadening the scope of their reading and giving credit where it is due to other 
contributors to the success of the conservative movement. A carry-over from The Review Of the 
News, Correction Please! continues to monitor inaccuracies in the Establishment press. Readers 
are encouraged to forward our corrections, with their own comments, to the sources of the 
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misinformation. This call to action is intended to ensure that errant journalists are apprised of 
their mistakes and made aware that attentive readers are scrutinizing their work. 


Fiscal Chaos in Washington 

After months of negotiations, President Bush and congressional leaders agreed on 
September 30th to a budget plan that would cut $40 billion from this year's estimated deficit of 
$293.7 billion and cut $500 billion over the next five years. The plan would achieve this goal by 
raising $134 billion in new taxes and cutting nearly $300 billion over the next five years from 
military programs, Medicare, farm subsidies, and civil service retirement. 

President Bush called the plan "the best agreement that can be negotiated now," but the 
House killed it (254 to 179) on October 5th, with 105 Republicans opposing the President. Many 
of them felt the plan would weaken the economy, and some were angry at the coercive tactics 
employed against them by administration officials John Sununu and Richard Darman. The House 
passed temporary legislation to keep the government operating, but Mr. Bush vetoed it October 
6th in order to "discipline the United States Congress." 

Bush at the United Nations 

President Bush told the UN General Assembly October Ist that the United Nations is 
finally becoming what its founders intended -- "a center for international collective security" that 
can help bring about "a new world order and a long era of peace." Mr. Bush argued that "we 
should strive for greater effectiveness and efficiency of the United Nations," adding: "We have a 
vision of a new partnership of nations that transcends the cold war; a partnership based on 
consultation, cooperation, and collective action, especially through international and regional 
organizations; a partnership united by principle and the rule of law and supported by an equitable 
sharing of both cost and commitment; a partnership whose goals are to increase democracy, 
increase prosperity, increase the peace, and reduce arms." 

The President announced that "my administration is fully committed to supporting the 
United Nations and to paying what we're obliged to pay by our commitment to the Charter. 
International peace and security and international freedom and prosperity require no less," he 
said. 

Standoff in the Persian Gulf 

The U.S. military buildup in the Persian Gulf is virtually complete, according to 
administration officials, with nearly 200,000 American soldiers, sailors, and marines now in the 
region. Ten Americans were killed October 9th in helicopter and plane crashes, but there have 
been no reported combat fatalities. About 900 U.S. citizens are still in Iraqi-occupied Kuwait, 
and another 300 remain in Iraq. President Bush continued to condemn Iraqi aggression, notably 
in the meeting with the exiled emir of Kuwait on September 28th and in his UN speech on 
October Ist. He declared that "the annexation of Kuwait will not be permitted to stand" and that 
U.S. forces in Saudi Arabia will not stay there "one day longer than is necessary." 

Souter on the Bench 

The Senate confirmed (90 to 9) the nomination of David Souter to the U.S. Supreme 
Court on October 2nd, and the 51-year old New Hampshire native took his seat on the court a 
week later. Souter, who has described himself as a "moderate conservative," replaces liberal 
Justice William J. Brennan. At his confirmation hearings, Judge Souter sent shock waves through 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


conservative supporters by praising Brennan as "one of the most fearlessly principled guardians 
of the American Constitution that it has ever had and ever will have." 
Aid to the Communists 
The Bush administration took more steps to help communist regimes by agreeing in 
principle to a new arms control pact with the Soviet Union, offering $2 million to help 
Cambodian children, and engaging in discussions to restore diplomatic ties with the Red 
government in Vietnam. The arms accord would set limits on tanks, armored combat vehicles, 
and helicopters. The aid to the communist regime in Cambodia would be administered by the 
United Nations Children's Fund (UNICEF). Resuming relations with communist Vietnam would 
be conditioned on a full accounting of the 2300 Americans still listed as missing in Southeast 
Asia since the end of the Vietnam War. 
Two Germanys Reunited 
Germany became one nation again on October 3rd as the 16 million citizens of the 
communist-controlled East acceded to the Federal Republic of West Germany to become a 
nation of 78 million with one name, one constitution, one anthem, and one government. "After 
40 bitter years of division Germany, our fatherland, will be reunited," said Helmut Kohl, the 
Chancellor of the new state. Kohl had vowed in a magazine article that "Germany will not go it 
alone, there will be no unilateral nationalism and no 'restless Reich." 
Criticism of Israel 
President Bush criticized Israeli soldiers October 9th for shooting to death at least 19 
Palestinians near the Wailing Wall in Jerusalem. Israeli security forces had opened fire on 
Palestinian demonstrators who were tossing stones at Jews celebrating the Sukkot festival at the 
wall. "Israeli security forces need to be better prepared for such situations, need to act with 
greater restraint, particularly when it comes to the use of deadly force," said Mr. Bush. 
-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 


FRONT PAGE House (and Senate) of 
Ill Repute 

Nearly 100 years ago Mark Twain observed that "it could probably be shown by facts and 
Figures that there is no distinctly native American criminal class except Congress." It may have 
been a witty exaggeration then, but today it rings all too true. The phrase "congressional ethics" 
has become an oxymoron. Criminal and ethical scandals involving our Senators and 
Representatives used to be aberrations. They are now routine. 

The Wright Stuff 

Representative Jim Wright (D-TX) worked for more than three decades to reach the 
pinnacle of congressional power and prestige. But, thanks to his arrogant and unethical abuse of 
power, history books now cite him as the only House Speaker forced to step down in mid-term 
due to scandal. Some observers believe that the turning point may have been an incident in the 
House on October 29, 1987 that angered and alienated many of his colleagues. 

A budget reconciliation bill was brought to the floor for a vote. The big-spending 
measure, which Wright favored, appeared to have been defeated by a single vote after the time 
usually allotted for the roll call had expired, but Wright refused to finalize the tally, pressured a 
freshman Congressman from Texas to switch his vote from "nay" to "yea," then ruled that the 
bill had passed. A number of conservative lawmakers vigorously protested the Speaker's 
high-handed circumvention of House procedures, but to no avail. 

On May 26, 1988 more than 70 House Republicans, led by Representative Newt Gingrich 
(R-GA), filed a formal list of complaints against Wright with the House Committee on Standards 
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of Official Conduct. The day before, during an appearance on CNN's "Larry King Live" 
program, Wright had asserted: "I have violated no rule. I've violated no ethical standards .... I 
haven't done anything that violates the law, or the rule, or anything unethical." 

Reflections of Dishonesty 

Following an extensive investigation, the Ethics Committee released a report on April 17, 
1989 that accused Wright of five counts of violating House rules regarding the acceptance of 
gifts and outside income. The counts stemmed mainly from questionable financial arrangements 
entered into by Wright and his wife. One group of charges concerned bulk sales of a book 
Wright had authored. The Committee asserted that some of the sales amounted to "an overall 
scheme to evade House limits on outside earned income." 

Reflections of a Public Man was a 117-page paperback priced at $3.25. It had been 
published in 1984 by one of Wright's longtime friends and political cronies. Certain 
organizations and individuals, instead of contributing money directly to Wright, would purchase 
large quantities of the book and Wright would, in turn, receive an incredible 55 percent royalty 
(the usual royalty for paperbacks is 5 to 7.5 percent). Only about 100 copies of the book were 
ever sold through the bookstores that carried it. It was never listed in Books in Print. The book 
project was obviously a ploy to allow Wright to circumvent House rules limiting the amount of 
outside income that members can earn, enable his supporters to exceed federal limits on 
contributions, and divert campaign funds into his own pocket. 

The other package of Ethics Committee charges against Wright involved "gifts received 
by Wright from Texas businessman and longtime friend George A. Mallick between 1979 and 
1988" that were valued at $145,000. The gifts (free and reduced-rate housing, free use of an 
automobile, and a salary paid to Mrs. Wright) had not been reported on Wright's Financial 
disclosure forms, as required by House rules. The Committee also found "reason to believe" that 
Mallick had a "direct interest in legislation," which would have legally limited his gifts to Wright 
to no more than $100 a year. 

With pressure mounting, Wright announced on May 31,1989 that he would resign both 
the Speakership and his seat in Congress. During his farewell address, he claimed that he had 
never "knowingly or intentionally" done or said anything to violate House rules "or detract from 
its standards." 

Easy Money 

On May 26, 1989 Representative Tony Coelho (D-CA) announced that he would step 
down as majority whip and resign his House seat to avoid a prolonged congressional 
investigation into his financial dealings. His problems began after a mid-April report in the 
Washington Post hinted that he had used campaign funds to finance the purchase of $100,000 in 
junk bonds in 1986. The Congressman denied that any campaign funds had been involved, but he 
admitted that he had failed to report on his congressional finance forms a $50,000 personal loan 
used to cover half of the bond purchase. 

When rumors began circulating that the Justice Department had opened a preliminary 
investigation of the purchases, and that the Ethics Committee was also going to look into the 
matter, Coelho bailed out. In his resignation announcement he asserted: "I don't intend to put my 
party through more turmoil. I don't intend to put this institution through more turmoil." And he 
obviously didn't intend to put himself through more turmoil. 

In February of this year, the Senate Select Committee on Ethics launched an investigation 
into alleged ethics code violations by Senator David Durenberger (R-MN). One of the 
allegations, as in the Wright case, had to do with a book scam. The Senator had written two 
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books for the Minneapolis-based Piranha Press. It was arranged for Durenberger to receive a 
regular stipend from Piranha for supposedly promoting the books before various trade and 
lobbying groups. He made more than 100 public appearances but, in most instances, never 
mentioned the books. The groups would pay a speaker's fee to the publishing company, rather 
than to the Senator. It was a transparent ploy to circumvent the congressional limits on speaking 
fees. Between 1984 and 1986, Piranha received around $250,000 in fees from the speeches and 
slipped about $100,000 to Durenberger. Meanwhile, only 13,000 copies of the two books were 
actually sold. 

On May 9th, the Ethics Committee broadened its investigation to include charges 
revolving around a Minneapolis condominium partly owned by the Senator. Senate rules do not 
allow a Senator to be reimbursed for lodging in the main residence that he owns. Durenberger 
usually stayed in the condominium during his frequent visits to the city. The Committee 
concluded that he "conceived and structured" a partnership arrangement "solely as a mechanism 
to enable [him] to claim Senate reimbursement for overnight stays in his condominium, thereby 
effectively transferring to the U.S. Senate and the American taxpayers the cost of maintaining 
what was essentially his personal Minneapolis residence." It also charged that he "knowingly 
participated in the back dating of this transaction and that he knowingly participated in changing 
the name of the partnership ... to conceal ownership interest in the condominium from the Senate 
Disbursing Office." 

The Committee planned to hold two weeks of public hearings on the case beginning June 
12th. On that date the Committee's special counsel recommended that the Senator be 
"denounced" for "significant and substantial wrongdoing." The next day Durenberger threw in 
the towel, waived his right to further hearings, and apologized for his actions. In his statement to 
the Committee he declined to deal with the specifics of the charges that had been leveled against 
him, opting instead to ask his colleagues for "compassion." He claimed (a la Jim Wright) that he 
had never knowingly violated Senate rules. 

On July 18th the Ethics Committee described his overall conduct as "reprehensible" and 
his violation of Senate speaking fee and gift limits as "unequivocally unethical." It found that he 
had "knowingly and willingly" violated Senate rules and had "brought the Senate into dishonor 
and disrepute." But it then advised the Senate to merely "denounce" (rather than censure or 
expel) the Senator, and recommended that he repay $29,050 in improperly accepted travel 
reimbursements. 

On July 25th the Senate voted 96 to 0 to "denounce" Durenberger, thereby allowing him 
to remain in the Senate and retain his committee assignments. After the vote, many of his 
colleagues rushed to his side and told him that they didn't really mean it, still liked him, and 
hoped he wouldn't be angry with them for doing what had to be done for appearances' sake. 

It was not the first time that the Senator had received kid-glove treatment for mailed-fist 
"indiscretions." In 1985 he had had a much-publicized affair with one of his secretaries and left 
his wife. At the time he was chairman of the Senate Intelligence Committee. Then-Senator Barry 
Goldwater (R-AZ), a former Intelligence Committee chairman himself, charged that 
Durenberger's sexual escapade and emotional problems posed a risk to national security. No 
Senate action was taken, however, and Durenberger stayed on as chairman, even as the 
Committee continued to leak like a sieve. 

An article by columnists Rowland Evans and Robert Novak in the November 1984 
Reader's Digest detailed "press reports of a CIA briefing of the Senate Intelligence Committee 
that revealed our knowledge of a top-secret Indian proposal to make a preemptive strike against 
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Pakistan's nuclear facility." Realizing that its security had been breached, the Indian government 

launched a probe that "broke up a French intelligence ring that had been an important supplier of 

information to the CIA." The greatest seepage of classified data, according to Evans and Novak, 

"has been on the subject of Nicaragua, and it has transformed what was intended to be a covert 

operation into an overt operation subject to floor debate. Nearly every detail of U.S. plans on 

Nicaragua has been passed to the public through the Senate and House Intelligence Committees." 
Barney and the Boys 

On August 25, 1989 the Washington Times broke the story that Representative Barney 
Frank (D-MA), a self-avowed homosexual and leading proponent of higher ethical standards in 
government, had in 1985 hired a male prostitute for sex after responding to a revolting escort 
service advertisement in a homosexual newspaper. Frank then retained call-boy Stephen Gobie 
(who had been convicted of drug charges in Washington and drug, sodomy, and obscenity 
charges in Virginia) as a personal housekeeper and chauffeur. Gobie operated a prostitution 
service out of Frank's apartment until mid-1987 (Frank claims with a straight face that he didn't 
know about it), and the Congressman intervened on Gobie's behalf with the latter's parole board 
and probation officer and fixed his parking tickets. It was also charged that Frank had engaged in 
sexual activity in the House gymnasium with Gobie and other young men. 

Although there is abundant evidence that Frank violated a plethora of District and federal 
criminal statutes (even in DC, sodomy is still a felony and it is illegal to hire prostitutes), the 
U.S. Attorney has refused to prosecute. Indeed, despite his published admissions that he had 
hired a number of other male prostitutes over the years, no legal action has been brought against 
Frank by any law enforcement agency. Both the Ethics Committee and Congress as a body 
whitewashed the sordid matter by declining to do more than "reprimand" the Congressman for a 
couple of his least important offenses. 

On one occasion Frank had threatened to retaliate by exposing hidden homosexuals in 
Congress, should he be expelled from the House. On another, Stephen Gobie boasted: "If I were 
interested in ruining half of Washington, all I'd have to do is open my Rolodex." The October 13, 
1989 Washington Times cited congressional sources who believe that "the ethics committee 
collectively is nervous about the Frank inquiry. Specifically, the committee's concern is that if it 
asks Gobie about whom else on the Hill he had 'professional relations' with, he will volunteer 
names and offer corroborating evidence. 'They're afraid to hear the answers,' one congressman 
said." 

On July 19, 1990 the Committee voted to "reprimand" Frank. Motions to expel and 
censure him were rejected, respectively, by votes of 38 to 390 and 141 to 287. During the debate, 
Frank placed some of the blame for his "mistakes" on his efforts prior to 1987 to conceal his 
homosexuality. He confessed that he regretted not revealing his sexual orientation earlier. 

A number of other congressmen have run into trouble due to their homosexual 
proclivities: 

* Representative Fred Richmond (D-NY) pleaded guilty in 1978 to charges of purchasing 
sex from a 16-year-old boy. He was reelected and remained in the House until August 25, 1982, 
when he resigned after pleading guilty to marijuana possession, income tax evasion, and making 
an illegal payment to a government employee. The Congressman had once arranged to have an 
escaped convict placed on the House payroll. The felon was later arrested as a male prostitute 
working out of Richmond's car. 

* Representative Robert Bauman (R-MD) was defeated for reelection in 1980 after 
admitting to homosexual activities with a teenage male prostitute. 
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* Representative Jon Hinson (R-MS) resigned from the House in 1981 after he was 
caught performing oral sex on a male clerk from the Library of Congress in a House office 
building. 

* Representative Gerry Studds (D-MA), an acknowledged homosexual, admitted 
engaging in affairs with three teenage male pages, including a 16-year-old boy with whom he 
often had sex both in Washington and during a two-and-one-half week trip to Europe. The Ethics 
Committee favored a reprimand, but the House insisted on a tougher penalty and censured 
Studds on July 20, 1983. He has nevertheless been reelected three times since, and is favored to 
win a tenth term. 

* Representative Stewart McKinney (R-CT) died of AIDS in 1987. His will left a 40 
percent share of the proceeds of the sale of his Washington house (about $59,000) to a man who 
claimed to have been his lover. 

The Other Side 

Heterosexual lawmakers have also done their part to undermine the ethical image of 
Congress. More than 20 years ago (June 26, 1969) columnist Jack Anderson reported that the 
FBI had raided a well-known house of prostitution in Washington and confiscated the madam's 
"little black book," in which were recorded the names of 200 Congressmen. 

On March 9, 1989 a majority of Senators voted to reject the nomination of their former 
colleague John Tower (R-TX) to be Secretary of Defense. The main issues were Tower's 
womanizing and drinking problems during his years in the Senate. On March Ist, during a 
luncheon at the National Press Club in Washington, Tower was asked if he had ever broken his 
wedding vows. "As a matter of fact," he replied, "I have broken wedding vows." 

Unwanted Exposure 

The list of congressional Casanovas includes other notables: 

* Representative Donald E. "Buz" Lukens (R-OH) on November 6, 1988 paid to have sex 
with a teen-age girl one day before her 17th birthday. On May 26, 1989 a jury convicted him of 
contributing to the delinquency and unruliness of a minor. He could have received 180 days in 
jail and a $1000 fine, but was instead sentenced to 30 days in jail and a $500 fine. Since a 
misdemeanor does not require a congressman to resign, Lukens announced his intention to run 
for reelection. He finished third in the May 8th primary. 

* Representative Gus Savage (D-IL) was accused of sexually molesting a 28-year-old 
Peace Corps volunteer on March 19, 1989 during a trip to Zaire. The woman claimed that she 
had accompanied Savage in a chauffeur-driven automobile on a tour of night spots in Kinshasa 
and that the Congressman had repeatedly fondled her and tried to force her to have sex with him 
in the back seat of the vehicle. Three House Democrats (including Barney Frank) requested the 
House Ethics Committee to investigate. 

On February 2, 1990 the Committee released a report asserting that "Representative 
Savage did, in fact, make sexual advances to the Peace Corps volunteer." The report stated that 
the "committee clearly disapproves of Representative Savage's conduct," but declined to 
recommend any sort of punishment because he had sent a letter of apology to the woman. The 
day before, during a statement on the House floor, Savage had angrily declared that the 
allegations against him were part of a "racist attack" by the "white media" and "co-conspiring 
government agents." 

On March 20, 1990 Savage captured a hard-fought primary race during which he accused 
his opponent of receiving most of his campaign money from "pro-Israeli Jewish lobbies." In his 
victory statement he again savaged the "racist white press." And he thanked Louis Farakhan. 
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controversial leader of the black-separatist Nation of Islam, for his support during the campaign. 
Savage is favored to secure a sixth House term in November. 

* Representative Dan Crane (R-IL) was censured by the House in 1983 after admitting 
that he had engaged in an extended affair with a 17-year-old female page. 

* Representative Jim Bates (D-CA) was accused in October 1988 of harassing female 
staff members with hugs and sexually suggestive remarks. Specifically, two former staffers 
accused him of having made frequent sexual advances toward them. They claimed that he had 
requested daily hugs from female employees and had wrapped his legs around the legs of another 
in front of other members of the staff. 

On October 18, 1989 the Ethics Committee publicly disciplined Bates by issuing a 
so-called "letter of reproval," chastising him for his conduct and warning him against any further 
violations. The incident was a key issue in this year's primary, which Bates won on June Sth. He 
is favored to secure a fifth term in November. 

* Representative Bob Davis (R-MI) was the target of a Washington Times report in June 
of last year revealing that he had been living with a "companion," in her apartment, since 
separating from his wife a few months earlier. Davis had hired his "companion" to work for the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee (at $28,000 a year), of which he was ranking 
minority member. When his chief of staff had asked the Ethics Committee if there would be a 
problem should the congressman hire someone with whom he had a "personal, romantic 
relationship," the Committee had told him there would not. Nepotism (hiring relatives) is 
frowned upon, but it was deemed that a "companion" is merely a friend, not a relative. 

* Representative Austin Murphy (D-PA) was "reprimanded" by the House on December 
18, 1987 for misconduct relating to votes cast in his name when he was not present, for keeping 
an absent employee on the payroll, and for diverting federal funds to his former law firm. 
Murphy also confirmed an extramarital relationship with a longtime mistress in Washington and 
the existence of an illegitimate teenage son. 

¢ Senator Don Riegle (D-MI) was first elected to the House in 1966 as a Republican, 
switched parties on February 27, 1973, and was elected to the Senate in 1976. During the Senate 
campaign, the Detroit News revealed (October 17, 1976) that he was having a "torrid and 
tape-recorded extramarital affair" involving an unpaid office worker. Actually, two women were 
involved, one of whom he later married and subsequently divorced. 

According to the October 30, 1976 Human Events, "the tapes reveal that Riegle, who 
was then married to his first wife, Nancy, not only was carrying on the illicit relations with 
'Dorothy,' but was in the habit of recounting his bedroom antics in juicy detail to at least three 
members of his office staff. One of the staffers so privileged, according to the tapes, was 
Meredith Ann White, who later married Riegle in 1972, just three months after [he was] divorced 
on grounds that he had abandoned Nancy Riegle and their three children." On October 18, 1976, 
Riegle held a news conference and, flanked by his new family, claimed that he considered his 
adulterous affairs to be a "foolish mistake." He was elected. He divorced again in 1976, 
remarried in 1978, and has been reelected twice since. 

The Biden Runaround 

On September 17, 1987, during his short-lived presidential campaign, Senator Joseph 
Biden (D-DE) admitted that he had lifted more than five pages from a May 1965 Fordham 
University Law Review article and incorporated it into his own term paper for a Syracuse 
University Law School class in September 1965. As Washington Times reporter George 
Archibald explained on August 23, 1990: "More than half of Mr. Biden's supposed original 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


research consisted of almost verbatim material from the law journal article, with a few 
interspersed sentences of his own, and 15 of the journal's footnoted citations rather than crediting 
the law review itself." The Times photographically reproduced excerpts from both articles that 
conclusively confirm the plagiarism. Following a faculty disciplinary hearing, Biden received an 
"F" for the course and was required to take it again. 

This year, Biden is running for a fourth Senate term and has indicated that he might run 
for the presidency again in 1996. Incredibly (and despite his earlier admission), he is now 
claiming that the plagiarism incident never happened! On August 19th, during a C-SPAN 
interview, he asserted that, while he had "made mistakes," he had "never done some of the things 
that were alleged. I've never plagiarized in law school." 

On May 28, 1989 an article in Delaware's only statewide newspaper, the Wilmington 
News-Journal, had claimed that Biden had been cleared of wrongdoing by the state Supreme 
Court's Board of Professional Responsibility (BPR). News-Journal editors have acknowledged 
that members of Biden's staff had attempted to peddle the misleading story to the newspaper for 
more than a year. The report that Biden had been exonerated was widely publicized by United 
Press International, radio and TV reports throughout the state, the Washington Post, and 
Delaware Magazine (in a special profile of the Senator last fall). 

But, as the Washington Times revealed, all that the BPR had done was rule that, because 
the law school had opted not to treat the plagiarism incident as a disciplinary problem, Biden had 
not acted improperly by not disclosing it on a 1968 bar application. The Times quoted 
Wilmington attorney Charles Brandt, a longtime member of the BPR, as saying that the law 
school authorities had told Biden that the plagiarism "was a terrible academic mistake, 
unacceptably bad scholarship. They said he would get an F for the course, that he would have to 
take it over again, that he'd better make sure this never happened again, but we're not going to 
bring you up for charges for a disciplinary violation." That, Brandt asserts, is why the BPR 
"concluded he didn't have to report it" on his bar application. 

Exoneration from the plagiarism charge, as Biden now claims, was not at issue. In 1987, 
some of the Senator's defenders attempted to portray his plagiarism as youthful indiscretion. 
They are now scrambling for a believable excuse for his current attempt, as a mature adult, to 
whitewash the incident by fibbing about it. 

S&L Senators 

Senators Alan Cranston (D-CA), John Glenn (D-OH), Donald Riegle (D-MI), Dennis 
DeConcini (D-AZ), and John McCain (R-AZ) have all been accused of intervening with federal 
regulators on behalf of Charles H. Keating Jr., chairman and principal owner of the failed 
Lincoln Savings and Loan Association in Irvine, California. The cost to taxpayers of the federal 
bailout of that one institution has been estimated at $2.5 billion. The five Senators had received 
huge contributions from Keating over the years, then had gone to bat for him with federal 
regulators. 

Senator Cranston reportedly received $897,000 (by far the largest contribution among the 
five). Glenn's share was $234,000; Riegle's was $76,000 (which. he returned in 1988 so as to 
avoid, he claimed, the appearance of a conflict of interest); DeConcini's was $55,000 ($48,100 of 
which was returned in mid-September of last year after Keating was named as a defendant in a 
federal lawsuit); and McCain's was $125,433. The total for the five was $1,387,533. 

Their involvement consists mainly of two meetings held in early April 1987 with federal 
regulators who were investigating Lincoln Savings. Four of the five (Riegle was absent) met on 
April 2, 1987 with Edwin Gray, who was then chairman of the Federal Home Loan Bank Board 
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(FHLBB), to lobby on behalf of Keating. Gray later declared that the meeting amounted to an 
exercise of "naked political power on behalf of a major contributor" and was "tantamount to an 
attempt to subvert the regulatory process." 

One week later, all five Senators met with federal examiners William K. Black and 
Michael Patriarca and two other officials from the FHLBB's San Francisco office. According to 
Black, the Senators told the investigators either to charge Lincoln with banking violations or to 
drop the case altogether. 

Ethics Roll Call 

Pat Swindall: On June 20, 1989 a federal jury in Atlanta found former Representative 
Patrick L. Swindall (R-GA) guilty on nine counts of perjury for testimony he had given in a 
federal money-laundering investigation. Swindall had lost a bid for reelection in 1988 after being 
indicted in the case. He had been charged with lying to a federal grand jury about his 
negotiations in 1987 with an undercover agent from the IRS for a loan of $850,000 to finance a 
luxury home with what he was told might be laundered drug money. 

Numerous audio and video tapes implicating Swindall in the money-laundering scheme 
had recorded his negotiations with the undercover agents. On August 28th he was sentenced to 
one year in prison and ordered to pay $30,450 in fines. 

Fernand St. Germain: Representative Fernand St. Germain (D-RJ), longtime chairman 
of the House Banking, Finance & Urban Affairs Committee, was investigated by the Ethics 
Committee after the Wall Street Journal reported that he had become wealthy with the help of 
individuals interested in matters before his committee. The Providence Journal followed with 
accusations that the Congressman had taken bribes. In 1987 the Ethics Committee issued a 
lengthy report, which found St. Germain guilty on eight specific counts of wrongdoing, but 
recommended no sanctions (not even the hallowed "reprimand"). 

Among other things, the Committee concluded that St. Germain had understated the 
value of some investments, failed to report other investments, and violated Senate rules by 
accepting a free plane trip (the cost of which was reimbursed following the investigation). Later, 
there were demands that his case be reopened due to additional charges that he had often 
accepted expensive gifts and misused a U.S. League of Savings Institution credit card. The 
sundry allegations plagued St. Germain during his 1988 reelection campaign and he was 
defeated. 

Floyd Flake: Representative Floyd H. Flake (D-NY) was indicted by a federal grand jury 
on August 2, 1990 on 17 counts of conspiracy, fraud, and tax evasion. Flake, who had been 
pastor of a church in the New York City borough of Queens, was accused of diverting funds 
from a federally-subsidized housing complex for the elderly to the church (which had built the 
complex in 1981) by over-billing for transportation and other services provided by the church. 
His wife was also charged on nine counts. They were accused of failing to report $141,700 in 
income from 1983 to 1987, including $75,000 diverted from the senior-citizens complex, and 
$66,700 in personal expenses received from the church. The investigation was touched off by a 
former church secretary, who alleged that she had had an affair with Flake. 

Robert Garcia: On October 20, 1989 Representative Robert Garcia (D-NY) and his wife 
were convicted of extortion and conspiracy by a New York City jury for their role in the 
Wedtech bribery and corruption scandal. Prosecutors charged that Garcia, who represented the 
district in which Wedtech had been located, had demanded payoffs from the corporation. They 
also charged that his wife, who had served as his congressional aide until 1984, had received 
more that $75,000 in payments from Wedtech, routed through a lawyer and family friend in 
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Puerto Rico. 

On October 31, 1989 the Ethics Committee announced that it had begun a preliminary 
inquiry to determine if Garcia's conviction warranted congressional punishment. On January 19, 
1990 the Congressman resigned his House seat. On June 29th, his conviction was overturned by 
a federal appeals court, which ruled that prosecutors had not met a legal definition of extortion 
because they had not proven that Garcia had tried to "intimidate" Wedtech officials into paying 
him up to $170,000 in bribes and gratuities. The court held that prosecutors had proved that 
Garcia had made a "disgraceful request for money" and had offered to sell his influence to 
Wedtech, but questioned whether or not what the jury had considered "extortion" did fit a legal 
definition of the crime. 

Drunk Drivers: The unethical practice of driving while drunk has also been a problem 
for some congressmen. In April 1983 Representative Louis Stokes (D-OH), who once chaired 
the Ethics Committee, invoked congressional immunity after being stopped by police in 
Maryland for drunk driving. It was the second such incident for the congressman in six months. 
He failed a three-part sobriety test after running a red light, making an illegal U-turn, and driving 
across a median strip into an oncoming lane. 

Other lawmakers who have been convicted of drunk-driving offenses in recent years 
include Senator Robert Kasten (R-WI) and Representatives Dan Rostenkowski (D-IL) and 
Charles Rose (D-NC). In June 1986 Rostenkowski was arrested while returning from a high 
school reunion. He failed a field sobriety test and refused to take a Breathalyzer test, but later 
announced that he would plead guilty. He had been clocked at a "constant speed of 
approximately 70 to 71 miles an hour." Consider it poetic justice. On December 18, 1974 he had 
enthusiastically voted for the bill setting the national 55-mile-per-hour speed limit. 

-- ROBERT W. LEE 


NATION The NRA's 
"Beltway Mentality" 

To an alarming extent, the cause of America's gun owners is being undermined and 
betrayed by the very people who are supposed to earn a living defending it. The nation's largest 
and most notorious "gun lobby" -- the National Rifle Association -- is deserting its membership 
and handling the Constitution like a disposable Kleenex. If NRA members do not soon wise up, 
they will have no gun rights left to defend. 

Nowhere is this more evident than in the NRA's mind-boggling policies on political 
endorsements and support. While wrapping itself in the Constitution, the NRA proceeds as 
though the Second Amendment stands on its own, quite apart from the framework of individual 
freedom the Constitution proclaims. The result? With each election cycle, the NRA continues to 
promote a hodge-podge of unprincipled politicians, many of whom consistently vote to ignore 
the Constitution in favor of a leftist political agenda of bigger and bigger government. 

Playing It Safe 

The NRA displays what is commonly called the Washington Beltway Mentality, which is 
characterized by a play-it-safe approach to political action. Rather than using its considerable 
PAC resources to effect positive and lasting change, the NRA can always be counted on to 
courageously support those candidates (usually incumbents) whom they view as sure winners. 
They do this in a cynical, and often naive, attempt to buy influence. In the process, they sell their 
souls. Indeed, organizations that operate in this manner typically have no consistent philosophy 
and no real agenda for victory. They would rather play games than promote principles, and rather 
trade votes than stand firm for what is right. Long-term, this is a sure-fire formula for retreat and 
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defeat. 

One thing this policy does do, of course, is generate tremendously impressive statistics 
that show NRA-backed candidates winning their elections approximately 90 percent of the time. 
By direct inference, NRA claims to have provided the margin of victory in these races. The claim 
is utterly transparent, but it comes in mighty handy when sending out solicitation letters for the 
NRA Political Victory Fund. 

Surrender to "Professionals" 

It is certainly not uncommon for good organizations to be gradually corrupted in 
Washington -- even those groups whose stated goals are as noble as the NRA's. It happens 
precisely when an association begins to turn away from its membership and place itself in the 
hands of Washington "professionals." 

These so-called professionals are little more than political junkies. Their "convictions" 
are up for sale, and their "principles" move about like sand dunes in the ever-changing political 
winds. They can be counted on to have an overblown opinion of government, a reverence for 
political power, and no recognition of the role private initiative plays in the affairs of free men. 
They think the world revolves around bureaucratic planning and Potomac politics, and are 
thoroughly titillated at the thought of being close to the seats of power. These anti-heroes of 
society, with their hearts and souls as cold and hard as the marble edifices that surround them, 
are the very people who end up on the staffs of "grassroots" organizations like the NRA. 

This is particularly true of the NRA's legislative branch -- the Institute for Legislative 
Action (ILA). Although the ILA staff is relatively small in number, their mission is so central to 
NRA's purpose that they have been given virtual free rein to do as they please, irrespective of the 
wishes of the NRA Board or the membership as a whole. In this two-million-member 
organization, the ILA is the tail that wags the dog. Anyone who questions this arrangement is 
roundly criticized as disloyal to "the cause." And so, the ILA "professionals" romp about with 
impunity, puffing their chests with artificial importance and power. Yet, in a way, they are like 
children playing in a man's world, and the more they flounder around, trying to buy favors 
through unprincipled actions, the more the NRA loses the support of its friends and the respect of 
all. 

Backing the Wrong Man 

Consider Montana. The per capita NRA membership in this state is the second highest in 
the nation. If there is anywhere that the NRA/ILA should seek counsel of local members before 
making political endorsements, surely Montana would qualify. Wrong. So what do they do? 

In the Republican Senatorial Primary, they endorsed Bruce Vorhauer over Allen Kolstad, 
thinking that Vorhauer would win. They guessed wrong. In the process, they backed the 
candidate who publicly stated that he would vote for additional gun bans -- and rejected the 
candidate who was, and is, a 100 percent defender of the right to keep and bear arms. 
Fortunately, Montana gun owners went to work exposing Vorhauer's weak support of the Second 
Amendment, and the NRA's hand-picked gun-banner candidate was defeated. 

Did the NRA learn its lesson? Of course not. Did they talk to their Montana members 
before making any more endorsements? No way. And what did members receive in their 
mailboxes just before Labor Day? A dripping endorsement of Senator Max Baucus that was so 
sickeningly laudatory it was insulting. Montanans felt that they were being talked to like a bunch 
of dimwitted hicks. 

Yet Baucus's opponent, conservative Allen Kolstad, had answered the NRA candidate 
questionnaire perfectly, had proven himself an activist in his state for pro-gun causes (for 
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example, Kolstad was directly responsible for the declaration of "Right to Keep and Bear Arms 
Week" in Montana), and had a personal meeting with the NRA/ILA people in Washington, at 
which time he was assured that the NRA would endorse no one in the Senatorial race. Games, 
games, and more games. Apparently, integrity and credibility are low on the NRA's priority list 
these days. 

Nonpartisan Bias 

Notwithstanding its "nonpartisan" image, the NRA much prefers to get a "pro-gun 
Democrat" elected to federal office, rather than a pro-gun Republican, because they "know" that 
the Democrats will always be in control of both houses of Congress! That helps bring the Baucus 
endorsement into better perspective, presuming all else is equal. But, in reality, the two 
candidates are far from equal on Second Amendment issues. While Kolstad is solid as a rock, 
Baucus has let down gun owners on a number of occasions: 

* Baucus voted for final passage of the Senate anti-crime bill (S-1970), even though it set 
a terrible gun-control precedent of banning the import and manufacture of nine different 
semiautomatic rifles. 

* Baucus "took a walk" on a critical Senate vote over a proposed national waiting period 
on firearms purchases. Opposition to waiting periods has been one of the NRA's top legislative 
priorities. 

* Baucus's extreme advocacy of expanded wilderness lock-ups is viewed by many gun 
owners as anti-hunting in its ultimate effect. Hunting, of course, is permitted in wilderness areas, 
but motorized vehicles are not, which renders these public lands essentially inaccessible to the 
average weekend hunter. 

¢ Baucus's consistent lack of support for national defense strikes a sour note with many 
gun owners, for whom the issue of national security is traditionally of great concern. Indeed, the 
charter of the NRA itself stresses the importance of maintaining a strong national defense, 
although, in recent years, NRA leaders have chosen to ignore this organizational mandate. 

* Baucus's vociferous opposition to Supreme Court nominee Robert Bork reminds gun 
owners that the Montana Democrat is not willing to put gun owners' rights ahead of his left-wing 
political agenda. Bork would have been a strong defender of the Second Amendment, yet Baucus 
joined the lynch mob that had him defeated. Baucus favors extremely liberal Supreme Court 
Justices, who would surely sabotage the Second Amendment. 

* On two separate gun-related issues, the then-president of the NRA's state association 
asked Baucus for help; both times he declined. In at least one of those cases (dealing with 
anti-gun programming on public TV), the junior Montana Senator, Conrad Burns, offered his 
assistance without hesitation. 

¢ As a notoriously liberal Democrat, Baucus endorses a political philosophy that 
inevitably leads to a bigger and more powerful central government, which increasingly intrudes 
into our private lives and denies our basic liberties. Baucus is thus creating the apparatus of 
government that will ultimately take away our guns, either by direct confiscation or through 
back-door bureaucratic decree. 

No Compromise 

Obviously, many of these points would apply equally well to the various other 
left-wingers that the NRA regularly endorses. Other pro-gun groups, like Gun Owners of 
America (GOA), understand the essential relationship between the political philosophy of 
limited, Constitutional government and the ability to preserve our Second Amendment rights. 
They recognize the importance of maintaining firm principles and a clear agenda that is 
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confrontational, not compromising in nature. They have a battle plan that points to victory, and 
that plan certainly does not include the election of big-government liberals who destroy the 
proper relationship between government and the people. They know that no right can long exist 
as an island in a sea of statism. "Pro-gun liberal" is a contradiction in terms. Meanwhile, the 
NRA would rather play footsie with the Max Baucuses of this world and turn away from their 
true friends. 

Montana's Allen Kolstad won't be hurt a bit by the NRA's endorsement of his liberal 
opponent. There isn't a stronger pro-gun candidate than Kolstad, and people seem to know this. 
More to the point, the NLRA, through its own hypocrisy, has shot itself in the foot in state after 
state. It's safe to say that the NRA's political endorsements have virtually no credibility in the 
minds of the average gun owner. That's as it should be. Yet, if NRA members continue to do 
nothing while the NIRA digs its own grave, the future of gun ownership in our land is in 
jeopardy. 

-- ROGER KOOPMAN 


NATION What Some People Get 
Away With 

Recently U.S. Representative Gus Savage (D-IL) dismissed charges that he made 
improper advances against a female Peace Corps worker in Zaire as a "racist attack" by "white 
government officials and the white-owned news media." Savage -- according to the testimony of 
the woman before the House Committee on Standards of Official Conduct, which includes 
ethical giants like the homosexual Barney Frank of Massachusetts and the pro-abortion zealot 
Patricia Schroeder of Colorado -- took the young lady on a tour of night clubs in Kinshasa, 
during which he "placed his hand on her leg and thigh and tried to persuade her to have sex with 
him." The really funny part, however, comes when the young lady reveals the line the 
aptly-named Savage used to attempt to get her into bed with him: 

She recalled that he stated, as he was pulling her over to him, that one should be prepared 

to give their all to the movement and, if one is not prepared to do so, they are not 

really members of the black movement, but are, rather, traitors to it. 

Right on, brother! Ask not what your congressman can do for you, but what you, etc. 
Well, didn't Samuel Johnson say that patriotism is the last refuge of a scoundrel? 

The committee took no action against Savage; however, they issued the stern warning to 
anyone who could hear above the general laughter that future similar conduct on the part of other 
House members would be fraught "with the clear possibility that additional action might be 
pursued." 

Ethics by Stereotype 

Which brings us back to the whole issue of professional ethics, which is the biggest joke 
of all. Just what type of vote can one expect from Barney Frank on sexual misconduct? The 
committee report is exactly the sort of ethical monstrosity that results from the collaboration of 
feminists and homosexuals. It is ethics by stereotype. 

To begin with, we discard all of the moral absolutes that have to do with sexual behavior. 
So adultery, abortions, sodomy, etc. are all right by the ethics committee. But then how does one 
adjudicate complaints of the sort made by the lady Peace Corps volunteer? Well, according to 
feminist ethics, all men are guilty until proven innocent. The only protection in cases like this is 
the moral immunity granted by another stereotype. So, for example, Representative Dan Crane is 
guilty of sexual misconduct when he seduces a female page, but Representative Gerry Studds is 
not, because he has seduced a male page and has the homosexual exemption from ethical 
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conduct. One wonders what Representative Savage's excuse would have been if he weren't black. 
According to new-wave ethics, he would have had no exemption, unless he were, of course, a 
homosexual, but that would be difficult to maintain under the circumstances. 

In a similar case in Indiana, the head of the state lottery, a morally dubious enterprise to 
begin with, was forced to resign after an employee charged him with sexual harassment. The 
man was white, the woman was black, so the outcome was clear in advance: guilty as charged. 
Because the man was not a member of one of the victim classes, he had no moral exemptions 
handy. According to reports, the woman had been having an affair with the man for 13 years! In 
addition, the man had gotten her a job as personnel director for the lottery, for which she was 
paid $48,000 a year. The lady went public when the man attempted to break off the affair. Now 
just wherein lies the harassment here? It sounds like activity between two consenting adults, 
which we have always been told is a purely private affair with no public consequences. Or does 
the harassment consist in the fact that the woman was only making $48,000 a year? If immoral 
sexual behavior has public consequences, then let us return the moral strictures surrounding it 
back to a place of honor. If it does not, then let's be done with things like sexual harassment 
suits. One can't have it both ways here. 

Revising the Rules 

So, to eliminate the confusion that is spreading in matters ethical, it is time to come up 
with the definitive version of the new code of morality. It need not be as concise, let's say, as the 
10 Commandments, but it should at least allow the average citizen some idea of what is right and 
wrong. So, as a modest beginning in the field of descriptive, as opposed to prescriptive, morality, 
let us say that all of the traditional sins of the flesh are wrong unless they are practiced by groups 
that have been officially designated as victims of social injustice. In those instances, the sin gets 
applied to the accuser on the rebound as racism (as in the case of Marion Berry, Gus Savage, and 
Martin Luther King), homophobia (as in the case of those who criticize Barney Frank), or sexism 
and homophobia (as in the case of those who criticize lesbian marines). 

Adultery is wrong when practiced by white males, but evidently not wrong for the female 
partner. It is grievously wrong when practiced by visibly Christian white males, like preacher 
Jim Bakker, who ends up in jail, although not for adultery; Jessica Hahn, however, goes on to be 
a disc jockey or whatever. It is still wrong, but not heinous, when practiced by presidential 
candidates like Gary Hart, but okay for some reason in the case of Senator Edward Kennedy, 
who was recently reported having intercourse on the floor of a Washington restaurant. Being a 
big believer in the right to privacy, Senator Kennedy had the decency to indulge himself in a 
room not open to the general public. Lest we think that any old senator could get away with this 
sort of thing, we should ask ourselves the following question: What would have been the 
political outcome if Senator Jesse Helms had been caught similarly in flagrante? The Kennedy 
exemption seems to remain in effect as long as Kennedy is content to remain a senator. Once he 
gets presidential aspirations, the exemption threatens to lift. 

But let's move back to adultery. Adultery is wrong for white politicians, and the more 
conservative the politician the wronger it becomes. However, the only thing worse than a white 
politician committing adultery is accusing a black politician of it, as Ralph Abernathy, one-time 
friend of Martin Luther King, recently found out after mentioning King's indiscretions in a book 
and getting excommunicated from the "black movement" for his troubles. 

Politics of Morality 

Now all this may sound confusing, but the key thing to remember in learning the nuances 

of new-wave ethics is that the gravity of the sin is always a function of the political clout of the 
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sinner, and the key to political clout is having yourself declared part of a persecuted minority. 
So, for example, if you are a male and pour gasoline over your sleeping wife and toss a lighted 
match on her, you will most probably end up in jail or the electric chair, and be a lesson for all to 
see of the violence that is rooted intrinsically in patriarchal societies like this country. 

However, if you are a female and do the same thing to your husband, you will be touted 
as a victim of the very same patriarchal heritage of violence, and Farrah Fawcett will portray you 
in a made-for-television movie. Similarly, let's assume that Frank Rizzo (former mayor of 
Philadelphia) had been videotaped making clumsy advances toward a model and smoking crack 
in a hotel room. Would anyone claim, as Benjamin Hooks did recently in the case of Marion 
Berry, that Rizzo was the victim of racism? Similarly, suppose Henry Hyde had been running a 
heterosexual prostitution ring out of his house, like the homosexual one run by Barney Frank. 
Does anyone seriously believe he'd still be in office? Morality, in other words, has become a 
political weapon that is used by those who don't believe in it against those who do. 

-- E. MICHAEL JONES 


Dr. Jones is editor of Fidelity magazine (published by Ultramontane 


Associates, 206 Marquette Avenue, South Bend IN 46617). 


The United States should not be the policeman of the world. Period! Sending troops into 
the desert sands of the Middle East because one Arab nation annexed another is crazy -- unless 
there is an ulterior motive. Unfortunately, George Bush's rapid invitation to the United Nations 
to oversee the operation suggests such a motive: boosting the worldwide importance of the 
United Nations. 

Several hundred thousand American families have been disrupted; an already ailing U.S. 
Treasury has become more anemic; the UN has indeed been made to seem more acceptable and 
tolerably effective; and U.S. sovereignty has been dealt a body blow. An infuriating by-product 
of the Bush misadventure is his embrace of a smiling Mikhail Gorbachev, one of the architects of 
the Soviet devastation of Afghanistan. If hearing Mr. Bush refer to the Soviet leader as our "ally" 
doesn't sicken you, you need help. 

Soviets In Iraq 

While American troops were digging into the Saudi desert, Soviet technicians continued 
to train Iraqi forces in the use of Soviet weapons. An estimated 400 Soviet specialists actually 
readied the key weapons systems employed in the invasion of Kuwait. The August 2nd invasion 
itself is believed to have been planned by Soviet military advisers and reviewed in detail by 
Soviet Colonel-General Albert Makashov, who arrived in Baghdad on July 15th. Makashov 
toured Iraqi military installations, checking the performance of large numbers of Soviet 
personnel, then met with the Iraqi military staff, and is further believed to have met with Saddam 
Hussein himself. 

When Secretary of State James Baker went to Moscow shortly after the invasion, 
Gorbachev and Foreign Minister Shevardnadze assured him that they had no foreknowledge of 
Hussein's plans. They promised to end Soviet arms shipments to Iraq and insisted that there was 
nothing they could do about their commitment to provide technical advisers. Baker meekly 
accepted what he knew were lies and lame excuses. 
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Military Staff Committee 

Asked to join the UN in a resolution authorizing force against Iraq, the Soviets countered 
with a proposal to activate the little-known UN Military Staff Committee. In 1954, after more 
than 50,000 Americans had died in the no-win, UN-directed Korean War, our Defense 
Department released information about the presence of high-ranking Soviet officers who were in 
North Korea directing the entire offensive. The release identified a General Vasilev, who, just 
prior to the start of the war, had been chairman of the UN's Military Staff Committee working 
under the UN undersecretary-general for political and security council affairs, a post always held 
by a communist as a result of agreements at the UN's founding. This undersecretary-general is 
responsible for all UN military action. The American troops in Korea fought under the command 
of a Soviet national based at the UN, and their adversaries were led by a Soviet general in North 
Korea. 

Our Soviet "ally," still supplying Saddam Hussein's army, evidently wanted a repeat of 
the Korean situation, in which the USSR advised one side and controlled the other. George Bush 
surely knows why the Soviets wanted to reconstitute the Military Staff Committee. Yet he 
continues to refer to the smiling Gorbachev as his ally and good friend. In an eerie way, the two 
really have become allies, both openly seeking "a new world order" under UN control. God help 
our troops in the Middle East; and God help America! 

-- JOHN F. MCMANUS 


This commentary is also syndicated by The John Birch Society Features. 


This is the fourth index for the 101st Congress. The first three indexes appeared in the 
August 14, 1989; December 18, 1989; and July 2, 1990 issues of THE NEW AMERICAN. 

A congressman's score is derived by dividing his correct votes (pluses) by the total 
number of votes that he cast (pluses and minuses) and multiplying by 100. A high score indicates 
that a congressman usually voted for constitutional principles of limited government; a low score 
indicates the reverse. 

If a congressman cast fewer than 10 votes in this index, a score is not assigned. A '"?" 
means that a congressman did not vote and a "P" means that he voted "Present." The 
congressman's score for the votes included in this index (votes 51 through 70) is shown in the 
right column, and his cumulative score for the 101st Congress to date (votes one through 70) is 
shown in the left column. 

The average House score for this index is 32 percent, and the average Senate score is 39 
percent. Three representatives scored 100 percent: Bob Stump of Arizona, Philip Crane of 
Illinois, and Melton Hancock of Missouri. Three other representatives earned 90 percent or 
above. In the Senate, the top scorers were William Armstrong of Colorado (92 percent), followed 
by Malcolm Wallop of Wyoming (88 percent). 

We encourage you to evaluate each issue, to commend your legislators for their 
conservative votes, and to urge improvement where needed. Mailing addresses for 
representatives and senators can be found at the end of the Senate vote key (page 30). 
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(51) Amendment to H.R. 4653, Telecommunications Exports to the Soviet Union. 
H.R. 4653 would ease restrictions on the export of high technology to our allies, Eastern 
European countries that have supposedly abandoned communism, and, to a lesser extent, the 
Soviet Union. Representative Duncan Hunter (R-CA), who opposed this radical overhaul of U.S. 
export restrictions, offered an amendment to prohibit the export of advanced telecommunications 
equipment to the Soviet Union. Hunter pointed out that the Soviets now have "an open 
telecommunications system, an old telecommunications system. We do not want to give them a 
modern, closed system that will allow them to send military orders." Nevertheless, his 
amendment was rejected on June 6, 1990 by a vote of 78 to 315 (Congressional Record, pages 
H3333-34, roll call 156; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" and minuses to the "nays"). 

(52) Amendment to H.R. 4653, Machine Tools Exports to the Soviet Union. 
Representative Duncan Hunter (R-CA) also offered an amendment to H.R. 4653 to prohibit the 
easing of restrictions on the export of sophisticated machine tools to the Soviet Union. Hunter 
warned that this easing of restrictions would legalize the sale to the Soviet Union of the same 
kind of sophisticated equipment that the Toshiba Machine Co. had illegally sold to the Soviets, 
enabling them to quiet their submarines and provoking strong U.S. protests. Few members of the 
House protested now: The Hunter amendment was rejected on June 6, 1990 by a vote of 90 to 
304 (Congressional Record, page H3337, roll call 158; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" 
and minuses to the "nays"). 

(53) Motion to Recommit H.R. 4653, Export Administration Act Reauthorization. 
Representative Dan Burton (R-IN) moved to recommit this bill to the Foreign Affairs Committee 
with instructions to report it back with an amendment to prohibit the easing of restrictions on 
exports to the Soviet Union until the President certifies that the Soviets are no longer providing 
military assistance to Cuba or Afghanistan. Burton told his colleagues that "Soviet military aid to 
Cuba ranges between $2 billion and $3 billion per year. Also $4 billion to $5 billion went into 
Afghanistan last year to kill innocent men, women, and children." Burton's motion was rejected 
on June 6, 1990 by a vote of 143 to 252 (Congressional Record, pages H3354-55, roll call 159; 
we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" and minuses to the "nays"). 

(54) H.R. 4653, Export Administration Act Reauthorization. This bill would make it 
easier for U.S. allies, East European countries, and even the Soviet Union to acquire sensitive 
U.S. high technology. "H.R. 4653 opens a gaping hole through which sensitive technology and 
dual use technology could be exported and ultimately diverted for purposes which work to the 
West's military disadvantage," argued Representative William Dickinson (R-AL), one of the 
bill's critics. "I share the view of one writer who recently termed H.R. 4653 the 'Soviet Military 
Relief Act'...." But most members of the House either disagreed with Dickinson's assessment, or 
viewed the Soviet Union as a reliable "ally" worthy of U.S. military relief. The House passed 
H.R. 4653 on June 6, 1990 by a vote of 312 to 86 (Congressional Record, page H3355, roll call 
160; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(55) Override of the President's Veto of H.R. 2364, Amtrak. On May 24, 1990 
President George Bush vetoed the bill to reauthorize federal subsidies for the Amtrak passenger 
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railroad service in fiscal years 1989-92. In fiscal 1990, the federal government spent $605 
million to cover Amtrak's losses, a $28 subsidy for each Amtrak passenger. H.R. 2364 would 
raise this subsidy to $684 million in fiscal 1991, and then to $712 million in fiscal 1992. The 
House voted to override the President's veto on June 7, 1990 by a vote of 294-123 
(Congressional Record, page H3385, roll call 162; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and 
minuses to the yeas"). Mr. Bush vetoed the bill because he disagreed with a provision to require 
the Interstate Commerce Commission (ICC) to review the purchase of major freight railroads by 
non-railroad companies; he did not oppose the Amtrak subsidies. 

(56) H.R. 4785, AIDS Prevention Act. This bill would authorize a total of $2.76 billion 
in fiscal years 1991-95 for AIDS prevention and emergency relief. The largest program in the 
bill would authorize $400 million annually for preventive services, including confidential blood 
testing and counseling, and for the purchase of drugs such as AZT and other medical services. 
The bill would also authorize $275 million annually in fiscal years 1991-92 for emergency relief 
to 13 cities reporting more than 2000 AIDS cases. The bill represented a step toward socialized 
medicine. It was passed on June 13, 1990 by a vote of 408 to 14 (Congressional Record, page 
H3555, roll call 168; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(57) H.R. 5114, Foreign Aid Appropriations. This bill would appropriate $15.7 billion 
in fiscal 1991 for foreign aid programs, including both military and economic assistance. The 
total appropriation is $112 million more than the appropriation for the previous fiscal year. 
Although a country drowning in red ink can hardly afford to give money away to other nations, 
the House on June 27, 1990 overwhelmingly passed this massive foreign aid bill by a vote of 308 
to 117 (Congressional Record, page H4294, roll call 204; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" 
and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(58) H.R. 5158, VA and HUD Appropriations. According to figures supplied by the 
House Appropriations Committee, this bill would appropriate a total of $83.6 billion in fiscal 
1991 for the Veterans' Administration ($31.3 billion), the Department of Housing and Urban 
Development ($25.9 billion), and independent agencies including the Environmental Protection 
Agency ($6.0 billion), NASA ($14.3 billion), and the National Science Foundation ($2.3 billion). 
The total appropriation in the bill is 17 percent ($12 billion) more than in the previous fiscal 
year. Prior to the vote on final passage, the House considered amendments to cut discretionary 
spending in the bill, except for certain programs, by 14.5 percent, 5 percent, and 2 percent. All 
three of these amendments were defeated. Subsequently, the House passed H.R. 5158 on June 
28, 1990 by a vote of 355 to 48 (Congressional Record, page H4373, roll call 210; we have 
assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(59) Conference Report on S. 933, Americans with Disabilities Act. This legislation 
would give an estimated 43 million disabled Americans the same protections against 
discrimination that apply to minorities, women, and the elderly. Provisions that parallel other 
civil rights laws would ban discrimination in hiring on the basis of disability so long as the 
applicant can do the job. Existing privately owned businesses catering to the public would be 
required to improve access to the disabled "to the maximum extent feasible," while new 
construction would have to be designed to be readily accessible. Lost in the debate over this 
landmark civil rights legislation was the question of whether or not the government has a right to 
tell businessmen whom to hire or fire, whom to serve or not serve. The House passed the final 
version of S. 933 on July 12, 1990 by a vote of 377 to 28 (Congressional Record, pages 
H4629-30, roll call 228; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(60) Amendment to H.R. 5268, Agriculture Appropriations Cut. Representative 
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Robert Walker (R-PA) offered an amendment to cut all discretionary spending in the fiscal 1991 
agriculture appropriations bill by 0.0000000002 percent, yielding $19.90 in savings. According 
to Congressional Quarterly, this amendment was "a Walker special, designed to put Democrats 
on the spot and bolster his contention that the majority party resists even the smallest cuts in 
domestic spending." Before considering the Walker amendment, the House had rejected three 
amendments to cut discretionary spending in the agriculture appropriations bill by 7.7 percent 
(reducing this spending to the fiscal 1990 level), 5 percent, and 2 percent (except for the special 
supplemental food program for Women, Infants, and Children [WIC]). "If in 1990 we can cut 
$19.90, then next year we can muster the courage to go to $19.91," Walker explained to his 
colleagues. The House rejected Walker's amendment on July 18, 1990 by a vote of 175 to 214 
(Congressional Record, page H4941, roll call 242; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" and 
minuses to the "nays"). 

(61) H.R. 5268, Agriculture Appropriations. This bill would appropriate a total of 
$50.3 billion in fiscal 1991 for the Agriculture Department and related agencies. It included: 
$27.3 billion for domestic food programs, including food stamps; $13.1 billion for rural 
development programs; $8.0 billion for agricultural programs; and $1.1 billion for international 
programs. The total amount would be $5.2 billion more than the appropriation for the previous 
fiscal year. The House passed H.R. 5268 on July 18, 1990 by a vote of 335 to 86 (Congressional 
Record, page H4942, roll call 243; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the 
"yeas"). 

(62) H.R. 5257, Labor, HHS, and Education Appropriations. This bill would 
appropriate a total of $170.4 billion in fiscal 1991, and in advance funding for succeeding fiscal 
years, for the Labor Department ($7.6 billion), the Health and Human Services Department 
($135.9 billion), the Education Department ($26.1 billion), and related agencies ($1.0 billion). 
The total appropriation in this bill is $17.3 billion more than in the fiscal 1990 bill. Prior to the 
vote on final passage, the House voted on amendments to cut the discretionary programs in the 
bill by 15.2 percent (reducing this spending to the fiscal 1990 level) and 2 percent (with certain 
exceptions). Both of these amendments were rejected. The House then proceeded to pass this 
mammoth money bill on July 19, 1990 by a vote of 359 to 58 (Congressional Record, pages 
H5055-56, roll call 252; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(63) H.R. 5115, Omnibus Education Authorizations. This bill would authorize $1.1 
billion in fiscal years 1991-95 for a variety of education programs, including President Bush's 
education initiative ($329 million), literacy programs ($252 million), and teacher training 
programs ($450 million). Even though the Constitution does not grant the federal government 
any authority over education, the House overwhelmingly passed this bill on July 20, 1990 bya 
vote of 350 to 25 (Congressional Record, page H5186, roll call 256; we have assigned pluses to 
the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(64) Override of the President's Veto of H.R. 770, Medical or Parental Leave. On 
June 29, 1990, President Bush vetoed the medical and parental leave bill. This legislation would 
have required businesses with 50 or more employees to offer 12 weeks a year of unpaid medical 
or parental leave. The bill's advocates argued that this legislation is needed to bring business in 
line with changing demographics; the bill's critics pointed out that employers should be allowed 
to determine their own employee-benefits packages and that this federal intrusion could lead to 
mandated employee health benefits. In his veto message, Mr. Bush objected "to the federal 
government mandating leave policies." On July 25, 1990, the House failed by a vote of 232 to 
195 to override President Bush's veto (Congressional Record, page H5501, roll call 262; we 
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have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). A two-thirds majority of those 
present and voting (285 in this case) is required to override a presidential veto. 

(65) House Resolution 442, Frank Expulsion. The Less-Than-Honorable Barney Frank 
(D-MA) has admitted that he paid for and committed felony sodomy at his DC residence on 
April 1, 1985 and many times thereafter, a violation of the DC criminal code punishable by a 
maximum sentence of ten years in prison. Frank hired a male prostitute, Steven Gobie, to be his 
sexual partner and made him a "household employee" for 18 months, during which time Gobie 
ran a house of prostitution out of Frank's residence. Frank even used his office on behalf of 
Gobie, with the intent of continuing their sexual relationship. Because this behavior is morally 
intolerable, Representative William Dannemeyer (R-CA) offered a resolution to expel Frank 
from the House of Representatives. 

"Are there standards in our society that we will affirm for ourselves and our children?" 
Dannemeyer asked. "That is the issue, and I think the proper thing, the responsible thing, is to 
vote to expel Mr. Frank." Dannemeyer's resolution was rejected on July 26, 1990 by a vote of 38 
to 390 (Congressional Record, page H5645, roll call 268; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" 
and minuses to the "nays"). The House also voted against recommending that Frank be censured, 
before voting to formally reprimand him (a milder form of punishment). 

(66) H.R. 1180, Housing Programs Reauthorization. This bill would authorize $27.9 
billion in fiscal 1991 for housing and community development programs. Over half of this 
amount ($16.4 billion) is for low-income rental assistance, and another $2.1 billion is for public 
housing operating subsidies. The bill authorizes about $11 billion more than in fiscal 1990. The 
House passed H.R. 1180 on August 1, 1990 by a vote of 378 to 43 (Congressional Record, page 
H6232, roll call 294; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(67) H.R. 3950, Farm Programs Reauthorization. This bill would revise and extend for 
five years federal farm and nutrition programs, including price- and income-support subsidy 
programs for major commodities. According to the House Agriculture Committee, this bill 
would cost about $55 billion. The House passed H.R. 3950 on August 1, 1990 by a vote of 327 
to 91 (Congressional Record, pages 6701-02, roll call 299; we have assigned pluses to the 
"nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(68) H.R. 4000, Civil Rights Act of 1990. This bill would reverse or modify six 1989 
Supreme Court decisions that have made it more difficult for individuals to win 
job-discrimination lawsuits. The legislation would shift the burden of proof from the individual 
charging discrimination back to the employer, thereby violating the principle that the accused is 
innocent until proven guilty. Opponents of the bill argued that it would open the door for 
frivolous lawsuits and would induce employers to adopt a quota system in order to protect 
themselves against charges of discrimination. This legislation would also allow individuals to 
recover compensatory and punitive damages in cases of discrimination based on sex, religion, 
and national origin. Previously these damages only applied in cases of racial discrimination. The 
House passed H.R. 4000 on August 3, 1990 by a vote of 272 to 154 (Congressional Record, 
page H6769, roll call 310; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(69) H.R. 5350, National Debt Limit. The federal government continues to spend more 
money than it takes in, and to increase the national debt limit whenever it runs out of borrowing 
authority. H.R. 5350 would temporarily raise the national debt limit $72 billion, from $3.123 
trillion to $3.195 trillion through October 2nd. The House passed this bill on August 3, 1990 by a 
vote of 247 to 172 (Congressional Record, pages H6833-34, roll call 313; we have assigned 
pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


(70) Amendment to H.R. 4739, SDI. During consideration of the fiscal 1991 Defense 
Department authorization bill, Representative Ronald Dellums (D-CA) offered an amendment to 
terminate the Strategic Defense Initiative Organization within the Department of Defense, limit 
fiscal 1991 funding for SDI to basic research programs, and cut spending for SDI by $1.4 billion, 
from the $2.9 billion authorization recommended by the House Armed Services Committee to 
$1.5 billion. The Dellums amendment was rejected on September 18, 1990 by a vote of 135 to 
286 (Congressional Record, pages H7766-67, roll call 337; we have assigned pluses to the 
"nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). Subsequently, the House voted to cut $600 million from the 
Committee recommendation. 
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12 Tom Campbell 
13 Norman Mineta 
14 Norman Shumway 
15 Gary Condit 
16 Leon Panetta 
17 C. Pashayan Jr. 
18 Richard Lehman 
19 R. Lagmarsino 
20 William Thomas 
21 Elton Gallegly 
22 Carlos Moorhead 
23 A. Beilenson 
24 Henry Waxman 
25 Edward Roybal 
26 Howard Berman 
27 Mel Levine 
28 Julian Dixon 
29 Augustus Hawkins 
30 Matthew Martinez 
31 Mervyn Dymally 
32 Glenn Anderson 
33 David Dreier 
34 Esteban Torres 
35 Jerry Lewis 
36 George Brown Jr. 
37 A. McCandless 
38 Robert Dornan 
39 W.M. Dannemeyer 
40 C.C. Cox 
41 Bill Lowery 
42 Dana Rohrabacher 
43 Ron Packard 
44 Jim Bates 
45 Duncan Hunter 
COLORADO 
1 Pat Schroeder 
2 David Skaggs 
3 Ben Campbell 
4 Hank Brown 
5 Joel Hefley 
6 Dan Schaefer 
CONNECTICUT 
1 Barbara Kennelly 
2 Sam Gejdenson 
3 Bruce Morrison 
4 Chris Shays 
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5 John Rowland 

6 Nancy Johnson 
DELAWARE 
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FLORIDA 
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2 Bill Grant 

3 Charles Bennett 
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5 Bill McCollam 
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11 Bill Nelson 
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13 Porter Goss 

14 Harry Johnston 

15 E. Clay Shaw Jr. 
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HAWAII 

1 Patricia Saiki 

2 (Vacant) 
IDAHO 

1 Larry Craig 

2 R. Stallings 
ILLINOIS 

1 Charles Hayes 

2 Gus Savage 

3 Marty Russo 


4 Geo. Sangmeister 
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6 Henry Hyde 

7 Cardiss Collins 
8 D. Rostenkowski 
9 Sidney Yates 
10 John Porter 

11 Frank Annunzio 
12 Philip Crane 

13 Harris Fawell 
14 J.D. Hastert 

15 Edward Madigan 
16 Lynn Martin 

17 Lane Evans 

18 Robert Michel 
19 Terry Bruce 
20 Richard Durbin 
21 Jerry Costello 
22 Glenn Poshard 
INDIANA 

1 Peter Visclosky 
2 Philip Sharp 

3 John Hiler 

4 Jill Long 

5 Jim Jontz 

6 Dan Burton 

7 John Myers 

8 Frank McCloskey 
9 Lee Hamilton 
10 A. Jacobs Jr. 
IOWA 

1 Jim Leach 
2 Thomas Tauke 
3 David Nagle 
4 Neal Smith 
5 Jim Lightfoot 
6 Fred Grandy 
KANSAS 

1 Pat Roberts 
2 Jim Slattery 
3 Jan Myers 
4 Dan Glickman 
5 Bob Whittaker 
KENTUCKY 

1 C. Hubbard Jr. 
2 William Natcher 
3 Rumano Mazzoli 
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4 Jim Bunning 
5 Harold Rogers 
6 Larry Hopkins 
7 Carl Perkins 
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1 Bob Livingston 
2 Lindy Boggs 
3 W.O. Tauzin 
4 Jim McCrery 
5 Jerry Huckaby 
6 Richard Baker 
7 James Hayes 
8 Clyde Holloway 
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1 Joseph Brennan 
2 Olympia Snow 
MARYLAND 
1 Roy Dyson 
2 Helen Bentley 
3 Benjamin Cardin 
4 C.T. McMillen 
5 Steny Hoyer 
6 Beverly Byron 
7 Kweisi Mfume 
8 C. Morella 
MASSACHUSETTS 
1 Silvo Conte 
2 Richard Neal 
3 Joseph Early 
4 Barney Frank 
5 Chester Atkins 
6 N. Mavroules 
7 Edward Markey 
8 Jos. Kennedy II 
9 Joseph Moakley 
10 Gerry Studds 
11 Brian Donnelly 
MICHIGAN 


1 John Conyers Jr. 


2 Carl Pursell 

3 Howard Wolpe 
4 Frederick Upton 
5 Paul Henry 

6 Bob Carr 

7 Dale Kildee 

8 Bob Traxler 
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9 Guy Vander Jagt 
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3 Bill Frenzel 
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5 Maritn Sabo 
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7 Arlan Stangeland 
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1 Jamie Whitten 
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3 G. Montgomery 
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2 Jack Buechner 
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9 Harold Volkmer 
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1 Pat Williams 
2 Ron Marlenee 
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1 Doug Bereuter 
2 Peter Hoagland 
3 Virginia Smith 
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1 James Bilbray 
2 B. Vucanovich 
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SENATE: Basic Issues 

(51) Override of the President's Veto of H.R. 2364, Amtrak. The Amtrak 
reauthorization bill is described under House vote #55. On June 12, 1990, the Senate 
failed by a vote of 64 to 36 to override President Bush's veto (Congressional Record, 
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page S7797, roll call 115; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the 
"yeas"). A two-thirds majority of those present and voting (67 in this case) is required to 
override a presidential veto. 

(52) Motion to Table an Amendment to S. 566, Davis-Bacon Act. During 
consideration of the housing bill, Senator John Chafee (R-RI) offered an amendment to 
exempt Housing and Urban Development construction projects of $1 million or less from 
the requirements of the Davis-Bacon Act. This Act now provides for an exemption of 
only $2000. It requires most contractors for federal construction projects to pay the 
locally "prevailing wage," often forcing up labor costs. Chafee told his colleagues that he 
had "letters from low-income builders, and indeed from local governments, all across 
our nation that say that the Davis-Bacon requirements add from 15 to 30 percent to the 
project costs." He argued that his amendment would increase competition for HUD 
contracts and provide more cost-effective construction. The Chafee amendment was 
tabled (killed) on June 21, 1990 by a vote of 59 to 39 (Congressional Record, page 
$8468, roll call 122; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(53) Amendment to Senate Joint Resolution 332, Flag Burning. During 
consideration of a Constitutional Amendment to prohibit the desecration of the American 
flag, Senator Jesse Helms (R-NC) offered an amendment to remove from the federal 
courts jurisdiction over flag-desecration cases. The authority for this amendment stems 
from Article Ill, Section Il of the Constitution, which states that "the Supreme Court shall 
have appellate jurisdiction, both as to law and fact, with such exceptions, and under 
such regulations as the Congress shall make." By invoking this authority, there would be 
no need to tamper with the Constitution in order to outlaw flag-burning. Nevertheless, 
the Senate rejected the Helms amendment on June 26, 1990 by a vote of 10 to 90 
(Congressional Record, page S8704, roll call 126; we have assigned pluses to the 
"yeas" and minuses to the "nays"). 

(54) S. 566, Housing Programs Reauthorization. This bill would authorize 
about $25 billion in fiscal 1991 for housing programs and add 213,844 subsidized 
housing units to the market. The bill's provisions included $2 billion for a new Housing 
Opportunity Partnerships (HOP) program that would give matching grants to state and 
local governments for the construction of new housing and the renovation of existing 
units. Even though the federal government has no constitutional authority to fund 
housing programs, only one Senator -- William Roth (R-DE) -- voted against this 
measure, citing the bill's prohibitive cost. The Senate passed S. 566 on June 27, 1990 
by a vote of 96 to 1 (Congressional Record, page S8883, roll call 132; we have 
assigned a plus to the lone "nay" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(55) Amendment to an Amendment to S. 1970, Semiautomatic Weapons. As 
approved by the Senate Judiciary Committee, the anti-crime bill would ban the sale, 
manufacture, and possession of nine types of semiautomatic weapons. On May 23, 
1990, the Senate rejected an amendment to strike this weapons ban from the bill. On 
June 28, 1990, Senator Phil Gramm (R-TX) tried again to remove this weapons ban by 
substituting language that would prescribe mandatory sentences for firearms violations 
and for other drug-related and violent crimes. Senator Dennis DeConcini (D-AZ), 
original author of the weapons ban, countered by offering an amendment to attach the 
weapons ban to the Gramm amendment. The Senate adopted the DeConcini 
amendment by a vote of 50 to 48 (Congressional Record, page S9024, roll call 133; 
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we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(56) Amendment to S. 1970, Mandatory Life Imprisonment Versus Capital 
Punishment. The anti-crime bill also contained language allowing capital punishment 
for certain heinous federal crimes. Opposing capital punishment under any 
circumstances, Senator Mark Hatfield (R-OR) proposed an amendment that would 
"authorize only the imposition of a sentence of mandatory life imprisonment without 
possibility of release" in each case where the bill authorized the imposition of the death 
penalty. The Hatfield amendment was rejected on June 29, 1990 by a vote of 25 to 73 
(Congressional Record, page S9115, roll call 143; we have assigned pluses to the 
"nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(57) Conference Report on S. 933, Americans with Disabilities Act. This 
legislation is explained under House vote #59. The Senate passed it on July 13, 1990 
by a vote of 91 to 6 (Congressional Record, page S9695, roll call 152; we have 
assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(58) S. 2104, Civil Rights Act of 1990. The Senate version of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1990 is similar to the version that was later passed by the House, described 
under House vote #68. The Senate passed S. 2104 on July 18, 1990 by a vote of 65 to 
34 (Congressional Record, page S9966, roll call 161; we have assigned pluses to the 
"nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(59) Motion to Table an Amendment to $. 2830, Peanut Quota System. 
During consideration of the farm bill, Senator William Roth (R-DE) offered an 
amendment to repeal the peanut quota system. This program artificially raises the cost 
of domestic peanuts and keeps peanut production concentrated in the Southeast. The 
May 1, 1990 Wall Street Journal explained: "Even as the U.S. faults Japan for 
protectionism, it maintains a federal program that limits the number of farmers who can 
sell peanuts in the U.S. and all but forbids peanut imports. What's more, the government 
not only guarantees that the quota owners will recoup their production costs each year, 
it sees to it that the minimum selling price for their so-called quota peanuts is about 50 
percent higher than the world market." The Roth amendment was tabled (killed) on July 
25, 1990 by a vote of 57 to 41 (Congressional Record, page S 10542, roll call 173; we 
have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(60) Amendment to $. 2830, Credit to the Soviet Union. Senator Jesse Helms 
(R-NC) offered an amendment to the farm bill to "prohibit U.S. financial institutions, 
whose deposits are insured by the United States taxpayer, from extending credit to the 
Soviet Union at interest rates below those offered to American farmers." Helms cited as 
an example a $200 million loan to the Soviets that the First Chicago Bank arranged in 
1987. The interest rate was set at 6.4 percent, with no principal payments for six years. 
"How would Senators like to have a loan like that? How would American farmers like to 
have a loan like that? That is the focus of this amendment," Helms explained. The 
Helms amendment was adopted on July 27, 1990 by a vote of 64 to 32 (Congressional 
Record, page S10902, roll call 178; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" and 
minuses to the "nays"). 

(61) S. 2830, Farm Programs Reauthorization. This $50 billion-plus bill would 
revise and extend for five years federal farm and nutrition programs, including price-and 
income-support subsidy programs for major commodities. The Senate passed it on July 
27, 1990 by a vote of 70 to 21 (Congressional Record, page S10987, roll call 187; we 
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have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(62) Amendment to S. 137, Taxpayer Funding of Campaigns. The bill to 
revise laws governing the financing of campaigns for federal office would offer 
candidates federal subsidies in exchange for observing a voluntary system of spending 
limits. These subsidies include: a voucher equal to 20 percent of the general election 
spending limit that can be used to purchase television time; postage discounts; and 
contingency funds if an opposing candidate exceeds the voluntary spending limit. 
Senator Mitch McConnell (R-KY) estimated that, even if all candidates operated within 
the voluntary spending limits, these subsides would cost about $160 million for all 
congressional races. Should some candidates exceed the voluntary limits, the total cost 
would be even higher because of the contingency funds provision. McConnell offered 
an amendment to eliminate all such federal funding from the bill. His amendment was 
rejected on July 30, 1990 by a vote of 46 to 49 (Congressional Record, page S11100, 
roll call 188; we have assigned pluses to the "yeas" and minuses to the "nays"). 

(63) Amendment to S. 137, Taxpayer Funding of Senate Campaigns. Senator 
John Kerry (D-MA) offered an amendment to the campaign financing bill to increase the 
amount of subsidies that would be provided to candidates (see Senate vote #62 above). 
In addition to the vouchers for TV time, Kerry's amendment would give congressional 
candidates subsidies equal to 70 percent of the general election spending limit. Total 
subsidies would be equal to 90 percent of the spending limit. The Senate rejected the 
Kerry amendment on July 31, 1990 by a vote of 38 to 60 (Congressional Record, page 
$11229, roll call 194; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the 
"yeas"). 

(64) Amendment to S. 2884, B-2 Bomber. During consideration of the 
authorization bill for the Department of Defense, Senator Patrick Leahy (D-VT) offered 
an amendment to kill the B-2 stealth bomber program after completing six planes 
already under construction that will be used for flight testing. Of the $4.5 billion 
authorized in the bill for the B-2 program in fiscal 1991, this amendment would cancel all 
of the $2.7 billion earmarked for procurement and advanced procurement while 
retaining the $1.8 billion earmarked for research, development, testing and engineering. 
The Senate rejected the Leahy amendment on August 2, 1990 by a vote of 43 to 56 
(Congressional Record, pages S11587-88, roll call 208; we have assigned pluses to 
the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(65) Motion to Table an Amendment to S. 2884, Defense Spending Versus 
Social Spending. Senator Dennis DeConcini (D-AZ) offered an amendment to the 
Defense authorization bill to transfer $100 million from the Department of Defense to the 
Department of Health and Human Services. The money would be used to "establish a 
demonstration program to allow drug-addicted mothers to reside in drug abuse 
treatment facilities with their children, and to offer such mothers new behavior and 
education skills which can help prevent substance abuse in subsequent generations." A 
motion to table (kill) the DeConcini amendment was agreed to on August 3, 1990 bya 
vote of 51 to 48 (Congressional Record, page S11852, roll call 216; we have assigned 
pluses to the "yeas" and minuses to the "nays"). 

(66) Motion to Table an Amendment to S. 2884, SDI. As reported by the 
Senate Armed Services Committee, S. 2884 would authorize $3.6 billion for the 
Strategic Defense Initiative, an amount well below the $4.1 billion requested by 
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President Bush. During floor consideration, Senator Dale Bumpers (D-AR) offered an 
amendment to cut the SDI authorization by an additional $594 million. The Senate voted 
to table (kill) the Bumpers amendment on August 4, 1990 by a vote of 56 to 41 
(Congressional Record, page S$12399, roll call 225; we have assigned pluses to the 
"yeas" and minuses to the "nays"). 

(67) Motion to Table an Amendment to an Amendment to H.R. 5241, The 
Right to Life. During consideration of the Treasury-Postal appropriations bill, Senator 
Bill Bradley (D-NJ) offered an amendment urging the President to sign the UN 
Convention on the Rights of the Child and to submit it to the Senate for ratification. 
Senator Jesse Helms (R-NC) then offered an amendment that would add to the Bradley 
amendment language, urging the President to "inform all parties to the Convention that 
the United States recognizes the right to life as the paramount and most fundamental 
human right, and shall interpret the word ‘child’ to apply to all human beings under the 
age of eighteen, including the unborn offspring of any human being at every stage of its 
biological development." Opponents of the Helms amendment argued that it would 
inject the abortion issue into an otherwise "relatively noncontroversial effort." The 
Senate agreed to table (kill) the Helms amendment on September 11, 1990 by a vote of 
63 to 36 (Congressional Record, pages S12807-08, roll call 229; we have assigned 
pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). Subsequently, the Senate adopted the 
Bradley amendment. 

(68) Motion to Table an Amendment to H.R. 5311, Homosexuality. During 
consideration of the fiscal 1991 appropriations bill for the District of Columbia, Senator 
William Armstrong (R-CO) offered an amendment to "allow organizations in the nation's 
capital to exclude adult homosexuals from certain programs and activities that involve 
juveniles ...." The Senate rejected a motion to table (kill) the Armstrong amendment on 
September 12, 1990 by a vote of 45 to 54 (Congressional Record, pages S12939-40, 
roll call 234; we have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 
Subsequently, the Senate agreed to the Armstrong amendment without a roll call vote. 

(69) H.R. 5268, Agriculture Appropriations. This bill would appropriate a total 
of $52.3 billion in fiscal 1991 for the Agriculture Department and related agencies. It 
included: $27.6 billion for domestic food programs, including food stamps; $14.2 billion 
for rural development programs; $8.5 billion for agricultural programs; and $1.1 billion 
for international programs. The total amount would be $7.1 billion more than the 
appropriation for the previous fiscal year. The Senate passed H.R. 5268 on September 
25, 1990 by a vote of 79 to 19 (Congressional Record, page $13771, roll call 251; we 
have assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 

(70) H.R. 5158, VA and HUD Appropriations. According to figures supplied by 
the Senate Appropriations Committee, this bill would appropriate a total of $78.6 billion 
in fiscal 1991 for the Veterans' Administration ($31.1 billion), the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development ($24.9 billion), and independent agencies including the 
Environmental Protection Agency ($6.0 billion), NASA ($13.5 billion), and the National 
Science Foundation ($2.4 billion). The total appropriation in this bill is $12.4 billion more 
than was spent in the previous fiscal year. The Senate passed H.R. 5158 on October 3, 
1990 by a vote of 90 to 8 (Congressional Record, page S 14490, roll call 260; we have 
assigned pluses to the "nays" and minuses to the "yeas"). 
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Voting Record - Senate 


ALABAMA 

Howard Heflin 

Richard C. Shelby 
ALASKA 

Frank H. Murkowski 

Ted Stevens 
ARIZONA 

Dennis DeConcini 

John McCain 
ARKANSAS 

Dale Bumpers 

David Pryor 
CALIFORNIA 

Alan Cranston 

Pete Wilson 
COLORADO 

William L. Armstrong 

Timothy E. Wirth 
CONNECTICUT 

Christopher J. Dodd 

Joseph I. Lieberman 
DELAWARE 

Joseph R. Biden Jr. 

William V. Roth Jr. 
FLORIDA 

Bob Graham 

Connie Mack 
GEORGIA 

Wyche Fowler Jr. 

Sam Nunn 
HAWAII 

Daniel K. Inouye 

Daniel Akaka 
IDAHO 

James A. McClure 

Steven D. Symms 
ILLINOIS 

Alan J. Dixon 

Paul Simon 
INDIANA 

Dan Coats 

Richard G. Lugar 
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IOWA 

Charles E. Grassley 

Tom Harkin 
KANSAS 

Robert Dole 

N. Landon Kassebaum 
KENTUCKY 

Wendell H. Ford 

Mitch McConnell 
LOUISIANA 

John B. Breaux 

J. Bennett Johnston 
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MAINE 

William S. Cohen 

George J. Mitchell 
MARYLAND 

Barbara A. Mikulski 

Paul S. Sarbanes 
MASSACHUSETTS 

Edward M. Kennedy 

John F. Kerry 
MICHIGAN 

Carl Levin 

Donald W. Reigle Jr. 
MINNESOTA 

Rudy Boschwitz 

Dave Durenberger 
MISSISSIPPI 

Thad Cochran 

Trent Lott 
MISSOURI 

Christopher "Kit" Bond 

John C. Danforth 
MONTANA 

Max Baucus 

Conrad Burns 
NEBRASKA 

J. James Exon 

Robert Kerrey 
NEVADA 

Richard H. Bryan 

Harry Reid 
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NEWSLETTER LINE 


John Pugsley predicts in the September 9th issue of John Pugsley's Journal that the 
Mideast crisis will result in a rising rate of inflation and higher interest rates. To deal with this, 
"heavier concentrations of assets in inflation hedges seems prudent. Gold, silver, and Swiss 
francs will pay off well as the crisis generates increased inflation fears." The bull market of the 
1980s in stocks is over and "is more vulnerable than it has been in a decade." Defense and energy 
stocks should benefit from the crisis. "The undervalued assets are still in natural resources." 
(4121 Westerly Place, Suite 112, Newport Beach, CA 92660, $125) 

Richard Maybury comments caustically in the September 20th issue of the 
Henry-Madison Research Update: "Talk of liberty and free markets in the new Soviet Union is 
nonsense .... Soviet cities are now experiencing food riots -- in harvest season. What will they 
be like in February? Events are unfolding as I feared they would, so I'm sticking to my forecasts 
of gold at $2000 and silver at $100. There is a 95 percent probability of a major war, and 
precious metals at these prices, within 18 months." (Box 1281, Orangevale, CA 95662) 

Jerry Tuma offers the following advice in the September 10th Cornerstone Report: 
"The stock market is now headed for what is likely to be the worst bear market in years, and it's 
just around the bend." Much higher inflation is also coming, and interest rates are headed higher, 
not lower. So bonds are not the place to be. "With the onset of a major rise in oil and inflation, 
gold should be poised for the sharpest run-up that it has seen since the 1970s. (611 Ryan Plaza 
Drive, Suite 730, Arlington, TX 76011, $48) 

David Aushwitz notes in the September 10th issue of The Primary Trend that stocks 
have been in a bear market since August/September 1989, and will likely remain in a bear 
market for another month or two, or longer. It is a high-risk affair. "We continue to expect 
surprises to be on the downside and counsel investors to exercise patience and discipline in 
awaiting the next low-risk buying opportunity." (700 N. Water St., Milwaukee, WI 53202, $180) 

Gerald Theisen and Jeff Helleberg warn investors in the September 13th issue of The 
Marketarian Letter: "Now is not the time to become frustrated and impatient with stocks. 
Rather, using periods like this to position yourself in companies you want to own over the next 
few years at discounted prices will produce the best results .... Our plan of action from here calls 
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for 'buying on dips' over the coming weeks and months. Areas we may look toward in upcoming 
new buying include: insurance, retail-food, brokerage firms, and railroads. (Box 1283, Grand 
Island, NE 68802, $225) 

Mark Tier offers the following advice in the September 10th issue of The World Money 
Analyst: "The Tokyo market has plunged 38 percent since December 29th," but "the real decline 
of the Tokyo stock market is about to begin .... The way to profit from this is to short Tokyo 
stocks ...." (45 Lyndhurst Terrace, Central Hong Kong, US $189) 

Donald Rowe in the September 10th issue of The Wall Street Digest advises: "Now is 
the time to become fully invested with 60 percent of your funds in our recommended stocks and 
40 percent in long-term government bonds with zero coupon bonds in your pension funds. We 
expect a 22 percent move in the Dow average to 3200 within the next 12 months. We expect the 
30-year government bond now at 8.9 percent to yield 7.9 percent or less by September of next 
year .... Inflation will decelerate and push gold prices still lower. Stocks and bonds are a much 
better investment now." (One Sarasota Tower, 2 North Tamiami Trail, Suite 602, Sarasota, FL 
34236, $150) 

Bill Meridian predicts in the September 10th issue of Cycles Research that the stock 
market rally now underway will likely end by mid-September. "October still looks weak, with 
support coming in around the 23rd-25th." The market is now likely to be in the C-wave down .... 
"Based upon the usual relationship of a C-wave to A, we come up with these objectives -- 2405, 
2025, and 1405. The first has nearly been met and the last two seem more likely .... For 
conservative accounts, T-bills and currency deposits are the best refuge." (78 Hubbard Ave., 
Stamford, CT 06905, $200) 

Mary Anne and Pamela Aden, in their September 12th issue of The Aden Analysis, 
advise: "We believe interest rates will likely move higher in the months ahead as inflation rises. 
This will continue to drive bond prices lower and, like the stock market, we recommend staying 
clearly away from bonds .... For now, we will stay invested with the major uptrends, and they 
continue to favor the Swiss franc, and D-mark, British pound, and the emerging Australian dollar 
and Japanese yen." They are cautiously bullish on gold and recommend not more than a 5 
percent position at this time. Long term, the outlook for the U.S. dollar is grim. (Box 523, Bethel, 
CT 06801, $250) 

R.E. McMaster argues in the September 19th issue of The Reaper that "the world 
economy is contracting" and stock markets world-wide are declining sharply. "The Nikkei Dow 
could easily decline to 10,000 or below. The U.S. Dow Jones Industrial Average has tracked 
almost exactly like the U.S. stock market of the 1920s and is now at the point when, if past time 
and history hold true, the Dow could crash. The DJIA could fall to at least 1700." (Box 84901, 
Phoenix, AZ 85071, $195) 

Peter Eliades states in the September 14th Stockmarket Cycles: "We continue to 
maintain that we are still in the initial phases of what could well turn out to be a devastating bear 
market. Within the framework of that bear market, however, we should be in a time period where 
a decent bear market rally is possible. The most likely time period for the end of the bear market 
rally and the resumption of the downtrend is in mid-November 1990." (2260 Cahuenga Blvd., 
Ste 305, Los Angeles, CA 90068, $198) 

-- LANNON STAFFORD 


GUN REPORT 


Judge Upholds Rifle Ban 
On September 10th a federal judge in Fresno, California dismissed a National Rifle 
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Association challenge to California's semiautomatic weapons ban. U.S. District Judge Edward 
Dean Price ruled that the Second Amendment does not apply to laws passed by state 
governments and that California's constitutional right of privacy does not equate with the right of 
self-defense. The NRA and the Fresno Rifle and Pistol Club had filed the lawsuit in February to 
stop enforcement of the ban, under which it is illegal to sell, advertise, manufacture, or import 
certain types of semiautomatic rifles, pistols, and shotguns. 

Is the ban keeping guns out of the hands of thugs and the deranged? On September 27th, 
a "paranoid schizophrenic" (as he was described on an Alameda County mental health form 
found in his apartment), claiming that he hated all Americans (especially blonde women), killed 
one person and wounded nine others while holding 33 persons hostage for seven hours in a 
Berkeley, California hotel bar. 

Mehrdad Dashti (who grew up in Iran, came to the U.S. eight years ago, and established 
permanent residency in 1984 by marrying an American woman whom he divorced in 1987) was 
eventually shot to death by police. His weaponry included an "assault-type pistol" and two other 
handguns. According to the man with whom he shared an apartment, he also had a 
semiautomatic rifle. 

Berkeley Mayor Loni Hancock was quoted as saying: "Either this man with a history of 
being severely mentally disturbed was able to go in and legally [sic] buy a gun, or someone 
bought them for him and the gun registration laws aren't worth the paper they're written on." 

Marion Barry's Successor 

From 1981 until his retirement last year (after 32 years on the force), Maurice Turner was 
Chief of Police for the District of Columbia. On one occasion, Chief Turner suggested that the 
District's draconian ban on private firearms possession be rescinded. The DC Council refused to 
go along. Later, he proposed that an armed civilian auxiliary be organized to supplement the 
police department. That suggestion was also rejected by the Council. With criminals arming at 
whim, and law-abiding citizens disarmed, the District is well on the way to defending its title as 
the country's murder capital. In 1989, there were a record 438 killings. Through September 23rd, 
the 1990 total stood at 343 -- 17 ahead of last year's pace. 

Chief Turner (who was a Democrat until he switched parties last year) is the Republican 
nominee for DC Mayor in this year's election to succeed coke-snorting Marion Barry. Many 
observers wonder if a Mayor with a distinguished law enforcement record, who understands the 
crime-fighting value of a responsible and properly-trained armed citizenry, might not be just 
what the national capital needs. A Turner victory would be a stunning upset. With party 
registration favoring the Democrats by 9 to 1, Democratic candidate Sharon Pratt Dixon is 
heavily favored to win. 

Fun Gun Song 

Jews for the Preservation of Firearms Ownership has produced a catchy satirical song, 
"Ode to Felons," dedicated to Sarah Brady (of Handgun Control, Inc.) and anti-gun Senator 
Howard Metzenbaum (D-OH). Its message is indicated by the first of its five stanzas (sung to the 
melody of "America the Beautiful"): "We are the friends of felons,we want felons to feel free/To 
murder, rape and sell cocaine from LA to DC/We take the view, and so should you, that gun 
control is great/Because it helps the felons dominate in every state." Professionally recorded on 
high-quality cassette tape, "Ode to Felons" may be ordered for $5.95 (postpaid) from JPFO, 2872 
South Wentworth Avenue, Milwaukee, WI 53207. 

Justice Delayed 
On September 5th, convicted killer Gerald Paul Brown and fellow inmate Rick George 
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escaped from the Utah State prison by hiding in a secret compartment built on a prison 
maintenance truck. They were apprehended the next day at a campground. Before they were 
captured, Brown exchanged gunfire with the campground's host. 

Brown had been convicted of burglary in the 1960s, and had escaped for a week while 
serving time for that offense. In 1976 he murdered a man (and injured another) in American 
Fork, Utah. The day before his trial was scheduled to begin, he shot and killed an accomplice 
who had been with him during the first murder. He was sentenced to death for that second 
killing, but the Utah State Supreme Court changed the penalty to life imprisonment in 1980 due 
to alleged errors during his sentencing hearing. 

On September 9th Brown hanged himself in his maximum security cell. A suicide note to 
his mother asserted: "I would rather be dead than spend the rest of my life here. As you know, I 
tried my best to get away. That didn't work, so I have chosen this way out." Authorities are still 
trying to figure out how Brown and George obtained the .38-caliber handgun used in the 
altercation with the campground host. 

Exercising the Right 

Recently in Memphis, Tennessee a prowler burst into the home of 62-year-old Sadie 
Metcalf at 1:35 a.m. after hurling a lawn chair through her 15-year-old grandson's bedroom 
window. The youngster ran from the room when he saw the man climbing through the window. 
William Tate, a friend of the family who was in another part of the house, heard the commotion 
and grabbed a 12-gauge shotgun. Running into a hallway, he was confronted by the intruder, 
who fired at Tate a number of times with a .357-caliber handgun. Happily, he missed. Tate fired 
once, killing the assailant. "Mr. Tate had to bring him down," Sadie Metcalf said. "He was going 
to kill us all." Tate asserted that he was "just trying to save my life and everyone else's." 

According to news reports, 25-year-old Elmer Page (the deceased) had an arrest record 
that included a 1983 guilty plea for second-degree murder and the use of a firearm in the 
commission of a felony. He had been sentenced to six years in prison for those offenses, but was 
released early. In 1986, he pleaded guilty to rape, for which he received a mere one-year 
sentence. The gun control laws barring convicted felons from possessing firearms did not prevent 
him from securing the handgun that he fired at Tate. And our criminal system of justice failed to 
control him despite his record of rape and murder. 

The police recommend that citizens try to get out of a house, or call 911, if a prowler 
breaks in. But, as a Memphis police captain noted, Tate had no time to call for help. "It happened 
bam, bam, bam. Time was of the essence." This incident underscores the importance of 
preserving the right to keep and bear arms in self-defense. The incident occurred, appropriately 
enough, on September 17th -- Constitution Day. 

Peacekeepers 

Some time ago, Luxembourg donated a sculpture of a disabled weapon (a revolver with 
the barrel twisted into a knot) to the United Nations in New York, where it is on display. The 
ludicrous objet d'art is supposed to symbolize the UN's (mythical) quest for world peace. 
Meanwhile, on September 2nd, 22-year-old Brian Watkins of Provo, Utah was killed in the New 
York subway system while trying to defend his family against an attack by a gang of youths. 
Mayor David Dinkins reacted by calling for more gun control. Watkins was stabbed to death. 

-- ROBERT W. LEE 


THE LAW Equal Access for 


All Americans 
"It was a dumb decision," said Anne Gaylor, president of the Freedom from Religion 
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Foundation. "It's going to invite all sorts of cults and evangelists to establish beachheads in our 
public schools." The target of the Gaylor criticism was the Supreme Court decision this past June 
in Westside Community Board of Education v. Mergens. The ruling upheld the federal Equal 
Access Act, which prohibits public secondary schools that receive federal financial assistance 
and that maintain a "limited open forum" from denying "equal access" to students who wish to 
meet within that forum on the basis of the "religious, political, philosophical, or other content of 
the speech at such meetings." The Act provides that a "limited open forum" exists whenever a 
covered school allows "one or more non-curriculum related groups to meet on school premises." 
Virtually every public school in the nation receives federal aid in one form or another and is 
therefore covered by the Act. 

Fight for Right 

When Bridget Mergens Mayhew, now a 23-year-old mother, was a 17-year-old student at 
Omaha's Westside High School, she sought permission to start a Bible Club. The principal 
refused. He claimed that the Equal Access Act did not apply to Westside, since the 30 student 
clubs that met on campus after school hours were all directly related to the curriculum, including 
a scuba club called Subsurfers. The district court upheld the principal's decision. But Bridget 
won in the Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals, and now the Supreme Court has ruled for her. The 
Supreme Court, with only Justice Stevens dissenting, held that the Act was not an 
unconstitutional "establishment of religion" in violation of the First Amendment. 

In 1981, in Widmar v. Vincent, the Supreme Court struck down, on free speech grounds, a 
state university regulation that prohibited student use of school facilities "for purposes of 
religious worship or religious teaching." Congress enacted the Equal Access Act in 1984 in 
response to lower federal court rulings that had indicated that the Widmar right of religious clubs 
to meet on college premises might not extend to secondary schools. Justice Sandra Day 
O'Connor wrote the opinion for the Court in Mergens, upholding the Act. A key issue was the 
definition of "non-curriculum related student groups." Under the Act, if the school allows any 
such group to meet, it must extend the same privilege to religious groups. The Supreme Court 
ruled that 

a student group directly relates to a school's curriculum if the subject matter of the group is 
actually taught, or will soon be taught, in a regularly offered course; if the subject 

matter of the group concerns the body of courses as a whole; if participation in the 

group is required for a particular course; or if participation in the group results in 

academic credit. 

The Court upheld the Court of Appeals' finding that the Subsurfers and chess clubs did 
not relate directly to the Westside curriculum. Nor did the Peer Advocates program, "a service 
group that works with special education classes." The student band, choir, orchestra, and Latin 
club, however, are examples of student groups directly related to the curriculum. 

Different Reasons 

While the Court held that the Act does not violate the Establishment Clause of the First 
Amendment, the majority did not agree on the reasoning for that conclusion. Justice O'Connor, 
joined by Chief Justice Renquist and Justices White and Blackmun, denied that the Act has a 
primary purpose of advancing religion. O'Connor argued that 

there is a crucial difference between government speech endorsing religion, which the 

Establishment Clause forbids, and private speech endorsing religion, which the 

Free Speech and Free Exercise Clauses protect. We think that secondary school 

students are mature enough and are likely to understand that a school does not 
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endorse or support student speech that it merely permits on a non-discriminatory 

basis. 
Disassociation 

O'Connor emphasized that the Act requires that meetings of student religious groups 
must be held outside of class time. While the Act requires such a club to have a faculty sponsor, 
O'Connor stressed that "faculty monitors may not participate in any religious meetings, and 
non-school persons may not direct, control, or regularly attend activities of student groups." 
Justice Anthony Kennedy, joined by Justice Scalia, agreed that the Act does not violate the 
Establishment Clause as applied to Westside, but argued that the critical issue is not whether or 
not the school endorses the religious club but whether or not it coerces the students to participate. 

Justices Marshall and Brennan joined in the result, but stressed that schools such as 
Westside must take steps to "effectively disassociate themselves from the religious speech that 
now may become commonplace in their facilities." 

Justice John Paul Stevens, the lone dissenter, argued that Congress intended that a 
"non-curriculum related" group is one with a purpose to advocate "partisan, theological, political, 
or ethical views." Westside's allowance of the Subsurfers, therefore, according to Stevens, was 
not "non-curriculum related" and did not trigger the Act's obligation to allow the Bible club. 

The Mergens ruling offers an opportunity for locally organized religious groups -- and for 
affiliates of such national organizations as the Fellowship of Christian Athletes, Youth for Christ, 
and the Campus Crusade for Christ -- to bring the Word of God more effectively to students in 
public secondary schools. "The Fellowship of Christian Athletes and the Campus Crusade are 
prepared right now to see 5000 new groups started across the country," commented Jay Alan 
Sekulow, general counsel of Christian Advocates Serving Evangelism, who argued Mergens in 
the Supreme Court. 

The requirements for compliance with the Mergens ruling were clearly spelled out by 
Sam Ericsson, founder of the Christian Legal Society and a principal architect of the Equal 
Access Act: 

* The school must have an "open forum" -- that is, it allows one or more non-curriculum 

related student groups to meet on campus during non-instructional time. The court 

said that a chess club fits that description, so long as the school doesn't also offer 

a chess class. 

* Club meetings must be organized and led by students, not by teachers or 
other "non-school persons." Outside speakers are permitted, but only students 
should be regular attenders. 

¢ Attendance must be voluntary. 

¢ The group must abide by all of the school rules governing club activities. 

Ericsson believes that most schools will allow the student clubs. But he warned that some 
schools will shut down all clubs rather than allow Christian clubs on campus. "That will last 
about three months. And then parents will get upset and go to the school board," he said. "About 
95 percent of parents in this country will say, 'Let them have their Bible study, because we want 
our kids to have chess." 

-- CHARLES E. RICE 


CULTURAL CURRENTS Life's Top 100 List Tilts 
Leftward 

Life magazine's entire Fall issue is devoted to the "100 Most Important Americans of the 
20th Century." Americans should be alarmed by the editors' conception of the most important 
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people in our lives. The list reveals a strong preference for the political Left and cultural elitists. 

Editor Mary Steinbauer denied that Life editors favor the Left and the avant-garde. "No 
one was picked because of their political viewpoint," she insisted during a telephone interview. 
"We tried very hard to keep in mind the views of the average American when we put this list 
together." 

The list suggests that Life editors weren't looking at the same things most Americans 
were looking at during the last century -- not even the people and events that Life covered on its 
own pages between 1935 and 1975. Life relegates all seventeen 20th-century American 
presidents to one page of text -- the same amount of space allotted to eighteen runners-up 
(including Jesse Jackson and several avant-garde artists). 

Where's the Balance? 

The only avowed conservative on the list is Senator Joseph McCarthy. Omitted are the 
names of Barry Goldwater and Robert Taft. Was this simply an opportunity for Life editors to 
note that "McCarthyism stands for slander and oppression of free thought"? Life notes that 
Ronald Reagan "presided over the end of the Cold War, although it would be hard to prove he 
had much to do with bringing about that welcome development." The honor of ending the Cold 
War belongs to Mikhail Gorbachev, write the editors of Time-Life, who picked Mikhail 
Gorbachev as their "Man of the Decade." 

Other examples of liberal bias by Life editors: The list of the 100 most important 
Americans of the century includes Malcolm X, Eugene B. Debs, Jesse Jackson, Ted Turner, 
Betty Friedan, Jackson Pollock, Jack Kerouac, Benjamin Spock, Ralph Nader, Alfred Steiglitz, 
and Leonard Bernstein. Does Life really believe that On the Road author Jack Kerouac and 
abstract painter Jackson Pollock were among the century's "most important" contributors to 
American culture? "Jack Kerouac's addiction to drugs, drinking, and free life-style had a 
profound influence on the American public," Steinbauer remarked. 

Warhol, But Not Rockwell 

Is William Faulkner really the most important American writer? How many people 
understand his murky tales of Yoknapatawpha County, or even read them? Is Andy Warhol more 
important than Andrew Wyeth or Norman Rockwell? Why is feminist Betty Friedan on the list 
of the 100 most important Americans of the 20th century, and not Bette Davis or Katherine 
Hepburn? "When it comes to culture, we tried to take the high road," Steinbauer replied. 

Life's ranners-up for the top 100 include: Robert Venturi, a deconstructionist architect 
who designs incredibly ugly, avant-garde buildings no one lives in; Cindy Sherman, a darling of 
the avant-garde art world, who photographs herself in a variety of silly poses and costumes; 
Spike Lee, the controversial director of Do the Right Thing; Afrika Bambaata, the "originator of 
rap music"; and, last but not least, television magnate, born-again-liberal Ted Turner. 

Glaring Omissions 

Look at who Life omits: Frank Sinatra and John Wayne, two icons of American culture; 
Andrew Wyeth and Norman Rockwell, two of America's best-known artists; authors Jacqueline 
Suzanne, Raymond Chandler, Zane Gray, William Manchester, and Ayn Rand; and motion 
picture directors Steven Spielberg and Alfred Hitchcock, two of Hollywood's most successful 
directors. Also omitted are radio/television comedians Bob Hope, Jack Benny, Lucille Ball, 
Jackie Gleason, Red Skelton, and George Burns. Likewise excluded are all commercial artists, 
including the creators of Bat Man, Lil Abner, Dick Tracy, and Garfield. Not one of the thousands 
of professional illustrators, graphic designers, or photographers is listed -- not even Life's own 
award winners. 
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The text is replete with bromides -- such as the one about Andy Warhol, who is described 
as "a walking photo opportunity, a man everybody recognized, but nobody knew." This is not to 
say that there aren't some worthy names on the list -- Albert Einstein, Walt Disney, John Ford, 
Frank Lloyd Wright, Eugene O'Neill, Henry Ford, and Willis Carrier (inventor of the 
air-conditioner) -- but one has to ask why so many other choices seem patently foolish and 
ideologically biased. 

The problem is that Life editors reflect the media axiom that the Left and the avant-garde 
are always preferable to traditional American values and mainstream popular culture. The 
question 1s: How long will the American public continue to swallow a liberal culture that scorns 
their own values and desires? 

-- JAMES F. COOPER 


EDUCATION Brutal 
Bruno Bettelheim 

Bruno Bettelheim -- famed Freudian psychologist, educator, social critic, and author -- 
committed suicide in March of this year. He was 86. His books -- Love Is Not Enough, The 
Informed Heart, Dialogues With Mothers, and The Children of the Dream -- were (are) 
required reading in many college courses. Holding two professorships at the University of 
Chicago (in education and psychology-psychiatry) and a position as director of the Orthogenic 
School, the University's residential treatment center for severely emotionally disturbed children, 
Bettelheim had considerable influence in the fields of education and psychology, not only here 
but abroad as well. 

Effusive media eulogies marked his passing, praising him for his pioneering vision, 
honesty, idealism, innocence, love of children, and contributions to the field of psychology. 
Typical was that posthumous paean served up in the Washington Post, which described 
Bettelheim as "one of the great figures in American psychology, known for the originality, 
warmth and wisdom he brought to the study of the minds and emotions of children." 

Orwellian World 

Charles Pekow, disagreeing vigorously, wrote a lengthy article for the Washington Post 
explaining why. "The Bettelheim I knew was a man who, while publicly condemning violence, 
physically abused children," says Pekow. "And the Orthogenic School I knew was an Orwellian 
world where mail and reading was censored, where the staff tried to monitor conversations and 
few were permitted outside unescorted." Pekow, now the editor of Day Care USA, a national 
newsletter, spent 10 years as a "patient" of Dr. Bettelheim, from the age of 11 to 21. 

"I often saw Bettelheim drag children across the floor by their hair and kick them. He 
even hit autistic children who couldn't speak clearly," Pekow writes. "Once after a boy returned 
from a visit home, Bettelheim spent five minutes slapping him in the face, hitting him in the 
sides with fists and pulling his hair." 

Pekow's portrait of Bettelheim is that of a stormy-tempered, violent, abusive tyrant -- one 
quite at odds with the beatific public image of a man who stressed emotional nurturing, kindness, 
gentleness, and understanding. According to Pekow, brutal Bruno stripped his charges of their 
self-esteem, telling them repeatedly that they were "crazy" and only he could help them. "You 
get better here or you go to a nut house," he routinely told his terrified school-age children. 

He stripped them literally, too. "We had no privacy," says Pekow. "The boys were 
required to bathe in front of female counselors, sometimes not much older. If we objected, staff 
said we shouldn't be 'ashamed of our bodies.' When several of us refused to disrobe before a new 
counselor, Bettelheim burst into the room shouting, 'What kind of nonsense is this?" 
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Pekow quotes former "inmates" like himself, as well as former counselors at the 
Orthogenic School, who back up his charges. "There were a lot of kids with learning deficits [at 
the school] that had nothing to do with emotional disturbance," says William Blau, a former 
counselor at the school. "The Bettelheim I knew," says Blau, "had little mercy in his heart, and 
exuded a particularly obnoxious strain of old Viennese arrogance." 

Undermining the Family 

Regardless of whether or not Bettelheim actually abused children as Pekow claims, he 
contributed considerably to the effort of modern education and psychology to undermine the 
family and the moral foundations of western civilization, thereby causing damage to all children. 
His book The Children of the Dream, about collective child-rearing and education in the 
communistic kibbutzim of Israel, popularized and romanticized communal living and gave 
additional impetus to the call for federal child care, now being fiercely debated in Washington. 

"At this moment," Bettelheim wrote in that book, "the end in America seems two-fold. 
We need, at the beginning of the educational venture, to have day care centers for the children of 
working mothers and for those children whose parents cannot offer them a suitable home ...." His 
disciples and ideological comrades continue to push this vision of collectivized child care at the 
federal, state, and local levels. 

Sins Against Children 

Like many of his colleagues, Bettelheim believed that much of what is wrong in our 
society is the result of sexual repression. He advocated a more permissive sexuality and, in 
general, more permissiveness in all areas of child rearing. He was quite fond of the educational 
practices of A.S. Neill, the founder of the radically permissive Summerhill school in England, to 
which thousands of American educators flocked in the 1960s and 70s. 

In order to guarantee the child real freedom, said Neill, "we must refrain from teaching 
him religion, or politics, or class consciousness .... Every opinion forced on a child is a sin 
against that child." Bettelheim concurred: "This, I submit, is as true today as it was when Neill 
wrote it ...." He agreed with the sage of Summerhill that it is impossible to teach children right 
from wrong. This is so, Bettelheim said, in true humanist fashion, "Because what is right and 
what is wrong is nothing God-given...." 

-- WILLIAM F. JASPER 


BETWEEN THE LINES 


How the Media Cover Iraq 

Somewhere around 1968 or 1969, the news media in this country chose sides in the 
Vietnam War, and America came up short. Since then, the press has viewed the U.S. military 
with a deep distrust that it rarely exhibits for any other branch of the federal government. 

It didn't take long for that kind of adversary journalism to surface in the current crisis in 
the Persian Gulf. Whatever the merits of the entanglement itself, one thing is clear: Some 
newsmen are more concerned about scooping their competition than about protecting the lives of 
American servicemen. 

For instance, Michael Gartner, president of NBC news, complains in the Wall Street 
Journal that coverage of the crisis is being "censored." He complains that reporters are not 
permitted to release the following categories of information: number of troops; number of 
aircraft; number of other equipment (tanks, radars, trucks, etc.); geographic location of U.S. 
military installations and units; information about future operations; information about security 
precautions at bases; names and hometowns of U. S. military personnel being interviewed; 
photographs that would show level of security at bases; photographs that would reveal the name 
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or location of bases. 

Is Gartner serious? Does he really think journalists should be permitted to publish and 
broadcast such information? You bet. "For $32 million a day, the government should tell us 
what's going on," he writes. "There is no reason -- there is no excuse -- for this kind of 
censorship in this undeclared and undebated war. It is understandable why the government would 
want to keep secret the most sensitive strategies of war, but this censorship in Saudi Arabia -- a 
censorship of facts, not of plans and strategies -- exceeds even the most stringent censorship of 
World War II." Gartner whines that the policy is a continuation of trends developed during the 
Grenada operation and the invasion of Panama. He fails to point out, of course, how successful 
those actions were in achieving objectives and minimizing casualties. 

Already, however, there have been several breaches of security by the U.S. news media. 
ABC's Sam Donaldson "accidentally" violated Pentagon rules by specifying the location of an air 
base used by warplanes in Saudi Arabia. Donaldson claimed that he had not been briefed on the 
ground rules before the piece aired. CBS endangered the lives of U.S. servicemen by publicizing 
U.S. troop movements before President Bush announced the mobilization of forces. The 
Pentagon feared that Iraq's Sad dam Hussein might launch a blitzkrieg attack on Saudi Arabia 
before adequate defenses were in place. "CBS' action seems to typify the 
publish-and-damn-the-consequences attitude of our modern media," says Accuracy in Media 
Chairman Reed Irvine. 

"Seymour Hersh, who won a Pulitzer Prize for his exposure of the My Lai massacre in 
Vietnam, was candid about the new standards when he spoke to the Conservative Political 
Action Conference in 1987." According to Irvine, "Hersh said that, if he had learned the D-Day 
date for the Normandy invasion while covering World War II, he would have published it." 

NPR Salaries 

National Public Radio is a government-subsidized broadcasting operation with a 
decidedly leftist slant on the news. Many in the media have complained about a lack of resources 
in public broadcasting. The September-October issue of the Columbia Journalism Review states 
that the highest paid NPR correspondent "gets only $60,000." Not true. Special correspondent 
Susan Stamberg gets $76,991; former Middle East correspondent John Hockenberry gets 
$83,015; Washington reporter Deborah Amos gets $76,940. But those aren't the top salaries at 
NPR. 

"Morning Edition" anchor Bob Edwards received $110,465 last year; Network President 
Doug Bennett, $99,500; Jane Couch, vice president of development, $94,788; Vice President 
Sidney Brown, $92,746; and "Marketplace" host Jim Angle, $92,010, according to 
Communications Daily. 

The trade publication also reported that Edwards' compensation violated a federal law 
prohibiting public broadcasting employees from earning more than Cabinet secretaries 
($99,500). But a Corporation for Public Broadcasting flack straightened it all out, explaining that 
the figure included overtime pay. "We feel [NPR staffers] are underpaid by commercial 
standards," explains spokeswoman Mary Morgan (salary unknown). 

Free Press 

The Rutherford Institute is charging in a federal lawsuit that town officials in West 
Hartford, Connecticut violated the First Amendment rights of a newspaper editor by suing him 
under federal racketeering laws because he was critical of police conduct. Why haven't you heard 
about this outrageous incident in the liberal press? Because the newspaper editor was pro-life and 
critical of police actions against Operation Rescue protesters. 
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The counter suit was filed on behalf of John M. Spear, editor of the Orange County Post, 
a 2700-circulation weekly paper in Washingtonville, New York. The case stems from separate 
suits filed under the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act (RICO) in June 1989 
by West Hartford and the Summit Women's Clinic, which performs abortions. Spear was sued 
even though he did not participate in the protests and was not in West Hartford at the time. He 
was accused of racketeering and extortion for publishing an editorial critical of police conduct at 
the protest. The case was later dropped, but the Rutherford Institute suit seeks damages and 


reimbursement of attorney fees for Spear. 
-- JOSEPH FARAH 
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